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A reliable list of Commissioners of the various States 
and Territories and of the United States, authorized to 
take depositions, administer oaths receive acknowledg- 
ments and perform the usual services of resident minis- 
terial officers. When communicating with them always 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
oe Representation in this list will be given 
accredited Commissioners on favorable terms. 





BALTIMORE, MD. P 

J. KEMP BARTLETT, Jr., St. Paul and Baltimore sts. 
Commissioner of Deeds for Alabama, Arkansas, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massacl.usetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, Wash- 
ington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming. 

D. B. MARSHALL, BONDED COLLECTION AGENCY, 
Rooms 12, 13 and 14 Daily Record Building, St. Paul 
and Fayette Sts. Commissioner of Deeds for all the 
States and Territories. Commissions for depositions 
promptly attended to. 


BOSTON, MASS. Bed 
AUGUSTINE H. READ,20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of Deeds tor Arizona Arkansas. Connecticut, Idaho, 
Tlineis, Indiana, Iowa, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri. Mississippi. Montana, Nebraska, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, ‘'ennessee, Vermont, Washington, Wis- 
consin, Wyoming. Special attention given to the taking 
ef depositions. Also Notary Public, justice of the 
e, and president and general manager Read's Col- 
ion and Mercantile Agency (corporation). 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 

Epwarp G. REYNoLpDs, American Bank Bnilding. 
Commissioner ot Deeds for all the States and Territor- 
ies; also Notary Public. Depvositions taken with great 

. Deeds of trust in Western Mis+ouri, and Mo:t- 
gages in the State of Kansas foreclosed for Eastern in- 
vestors. Reports on property in Jackson and Clay 
Counties, Mo., and Wyandotte County, Kan., made, 
and taxas paid for non-resident owners and holders ot 
loans. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Newton G. RoGers, 322 Fifth ave. Notary Public. 
Commissioner of Deeds for all the States and Territor 
ies. Commissions for depositions promptly attended to, 


WEW YORK CITY. 

Gro. P. H. McVay, 258 West 125th st. Commis- 
sioner for all States and Territories. Notary public 
with certificate on file in all the (statutory) counties in 
New York State. Particular attention paid to the 
taking of depositions. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

Epwakp H. Coop, S. E. cor. 6th and Walnut st. 
Commissioner for Arkansas, California, Colorado, Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Onio, Khode Island, 
South Carolina, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia and Wisconsin. 


PITTSBURGH, PA. 

WIM F. Ross, 143 Fourth ave. Notary Public 
and Commissioner of Deeds for all the States. Com- 
missions fur taking testimony promptly attended to. 


PLAINFIELD, N. J. 

JOSEPH E. MOSHER, 137 North ave. Justice of the 
Peace, Notary Public and Commissioner of Deeds for 
New Jersey. 


ROCHESTER, N Y. 
EpWarb F. WELLINGTON, 20 Exchange st. Commis- 
gg for all the States; Notary with Seal; Attorney at 
Ww. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Anson S. TAYLOR, 1213 F st., N. W. Commissioner 
for the various States and Territories; U. S. Commis- 
sioner, Examiner in Chancery; also Notary Public and 
Justice of the Peace. 


WHITE PLAINS, N.Y. 

J. H. Romer, Railroad avenue, near Court House 
Notary Public, Real Estate, Fire and Life Insurance; 
money loaned on bond and mortgage; titles examined. 


TORONTO, ONT., CAN. 

Youns & AGNEw, Official Stenographers, 46 King 
st.. W. (L. B. Young, Examiner in Cha»cery; John 
Agnew, Barrister, Notary Public.) Prompt attention 
to commissions for taking testimony. 
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YOUNG LAWYER with experience wishes to 

locate in large Western city; would form a part- 

nership; can give satisfactory reasons for change. Ad- 
dress AMBITION, care American Lawyer's Agency. 


FOR SALE.—A good law business (established nine 

years) ina growing Southern city, and a substan- 
tial librarv; fair price; satisfactory reasons for selling. 
Address Iron City, care American Lawyer's Agency. 


PARIN ERSHIP WANTED.—A lawyer of ten years’ 
experience, a good speaker and hard worker, would 
like to form a partnership with an attorney in some city 
of not less than 20,000 inhabitants. Satisfactory rea- 
sons for leaving present location. Can give ‘gilt edge” 
references all over the country; bas some capital. Ad- 
dress ATTORNEY, care American Lawyer’s Agency. 
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American Monthly Diges! 


Is a supplement to the Annual, 
giving the cases reported since 
the issue of the Annual, and 
keeping the latter constantly 
down to date. The two Digests 
cover all American case law as 
fast as reported. 


TOGETHER, $10. 


West Pus tisoine Co., 
ST. PAUL, MINN. 
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CHARLES BYERS, 


Accountant and Auditor, 
New York City. 


&@ Accounting work in all its branches ; Legal Investi- 
g — Assignees Statements and Trustee’s Accounts a 

pecialty. 

References given to leading Bankers and Commercial 
Houses. 


J. 8. LOOMIS, 


Expert and Consulting Accountant, 


35 William Street, New York C ty. 

Expert in all matters of accounting. Consultations and 
Correspondence invited en all matters pertaining to the 
law and science of accounts and accounting. Investiga- 
tions and examinations made for investors and reports 
prepared; partnership accounts and interests adjusted ; 
confused, complicated and disputed accounts invest igated 
and stated ; statements of loss and gain, and of resources 
and liabilities carefully and confidentially prepared ; pert- 
odical audits of books and accounts. pecial attention 














given to accounts of executors, administrators, trustees, 
guardians, assignees, receivers, et:., and to the carful pre- 
paration of the same for the courts, 

HIGHEST TESTIMONIALS FROM CLIENTS. 
Office with SHipman, LaRocqug & CHoaTE, Attorneys. 


G£ZO. SMALLWOOD, 


Expert Accountant, 
187 Times Building, New York City. 





Refers to William H. Appleton, Counselor at Law, Times 
Building; Taylor & Parker, Counselors at Law, 
15 Wall Street ; ry & Kiddle, 
Counselors at Law, 88 Park Row. 


Archibald J. C. Anderson, 


Public Accountant, 
127 Water Street, NEW YORK, 
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Fine Stub, No. 312, Judge’s Quill. 
Medium Stub, No. 313, Probate, 
“939, Chancellor 
Broad Stub, No. 284, Blackstone, 
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TRY THEM 
they will be sure to please. 


A Great variety of other styles in- 
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ESTERBROOK'S FALCON, Ho. 048, 


We respectfully refer writers to the station- 
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Something Woody : 


, A Box is better than a book. It wears 
onger. 
SMITH'S OFFICE TICKLER 

is a wooden note-box. It’s easier to keep 
notes in than a book : 

1. You can keep more notes. 

2. You can find them more easily. 

8. You have less writing to do. 

Smith's Office Automatic Wood Note-Box 
Tickler remembers every day more than ten 
men can, and doesn’t cost more to get, than 
their feed for a day. 


A book “ It tickles,” about it free. 
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THE ASSOCIATED LAW [- 


The attorneys mentioned below, in their practice, make a specialty of commercial litigation. 








—AND— 


OLLECTION ] 0 FFICES. 


There is established 


in connection with each office a well equipped collection department, under efficient management, prepared to undertake 


mercantile collections of whatever nature or degree. 


Legal business and collections for the territory tributary to these 


offices, as well as local matters, will be received by any of them and attended to, personally if desired, or supervised 
and placed in the hands of correspondents efficient and reliable. 


NEW YORK-Freeman & Green. 
NEW YORK—Frank & Einstein. 


NEW YORK-—The Columbia Commercial Association. 


BOSTON—The Mercantile Law Co. 


PHILADELPHIA—John & Chas. W. Sparhawk,. 


BALTIMORE—Shriver, Bartlett & Co, 
PITTSBURGH—Brown & Lambie. 
CHICAG!}—Smith, Helmer & Moulton. 
ST. LOUIS—Gerrit H. Ten Broek. 


DETRUIT—Bowen, Douglas & Whiting. 


MILWAUKEE-—J,. F. Burke. 
KANSAS CIT Y—Garner & Walsh. 


ST. JOSEPH, MO.—Dowe, Johnson & Rusk. 


OMAHA—McCabe, Wood & Elmer. 
NEW ORLEANS—Wilcox & Picton. 








DEN VER—Rogers, Cuthbert & Ellis. 

SALT LAKE CITY—Jones & Schroeder. 
MINNEAPOLIS—Fletcher, Rockwood & Dawson. 
SAN FRANCISCO-—Jos. E. Shain. 

LINCOLN, NEB.—Moeckett, Rainbolt & Polk. 
LOUISVILLE—W. W. Watts. 

LOS ANGELES-—W. H. Holmes & Co. 
PORTLAND, OREGON—Emmonas & Emmons, 
SEATTLE, WASH.—Emmons & Emmons. 

ST. PAUL—Morphey, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing. 
CLEVELAND, OHIO-—A. A. Stearns, 
CINCINNATI—Cobb & Howard. 
BUFFALO—Albert C, Spann, 

ROCHESTER, N.Y.—Edwin A. Medcalf. 
WASHINGTON, D. C.—Clarence A. Brandenburg. 


THE LIST OF LEGAL CORRESPONDENTS EMPLOYED BY THIS ORGANIZATION IS 
PUBLISHED COMPLETE MONTHLY IN “ THE MERCANTILE ADJUSTER” OF 


NEW YORK, (P. 0. Box 609). 


Subscription Price, $5.00 per annum. 


Attorneys desiring to represent the above offices should forward their applications to “Secretary Associated Law 


Offices,” P. O. Box 550, St. Louis, Mo. 














20,000 


Cases, 


39,000 


Propositions. 


ANNUAL 


General [)igest, 


Vor. VIII. 1893. 


"BE year law of the United 
States, England and Canada 
carefully collated, ably analyzed, 
succinctly stated. The fullest, 
and only complete digest pub- 
lished, —giving all cases, all cita- 
tions and all points decided. 

Send for the General Digest, 
use it, compare with others, and 
yOu may return it at our expense 
if it won’t stand the test. 


Price, $6.00 net. 


The Lawyers’ Co-Op. Publishing Co., 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


17 Broadway, 10 Tremont Street, 
) New Yor«. Boston. 

















MARTINDALES 
AMERICAN LAW DIRECTORY 


Published Every Two Years. 
READY FOR DELIVERY. 


Next Edition wiil be Published in June, 18%. 


This is THE ONLY DIRECTORY that publishes, or pro- 
fesses to publish, all the Lawyers in the United States and 


It contains OVER 70,000 NAMES, giving careful and 
accurate La | (except in the very large cities) for legal 
pore reliability and financial worth. It has no com- 
petitor, 


It is to the legal prefeeren what Dun's and Bradstreet’s 
books are to the merchants. 


It contains nearly 900 large octavo pages, printed from 
new type, bound in full law sheep. 


PRICE: + $10.00 Net; $10.25 if Delivered 


by Mail or Express. 


/ 
PUBLISHER, 
142 LaSalle St, CHICAGO, ILL. 
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Pin Tia 


Standard Typewriter Ribbous and 
Carbon Papers. 


Lawyers should send out neat work from their 
offices by using the best ribbons and carbons ob- 
tainable. Use Little’s and it can always be 
done. Send for Ribbon and Carbon Catalogue, 
or inclose One Dollar for a trial ribbon, and if 
it don’t suit you, the dollar will be returned. 


A. P. LITTLE, 


MANUFACTURER, 
409, 411, 412, 413 Powers’ Com. Buildings, 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


Albany. Law School 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 
COURSE, ONE YEAR. 
For fall particulars, 
Address DEAN or SECRETARY, Albany, N.Y 
Graduates will please forward their addresses. 











MERCHANTS’ COLLECTION AGE 


t@” FEES DIVIDED EQUALLY WITH BANKS AND ATTORNEYS 


4 é TS LEHMANN o. ° YY 
Counsel. " ’ 237 bed roa U way, ote 
SENDING CLAIMS OF $100.00 OR OVER, FOR COLLECTION. 
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Business Established 1836. 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


Frank C,. SmitH, LL. B., Eprtor. 








A Business Journal for Business Lawyers. 





Discusses current commercial law and litigation ; reports the latest de- 
cisions and the events of legislation upon business affairs ; keeps 
abreast of contemporary legal literature ; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associations, 
and of all matters of interest to live 
practitioners. 


IssuED MONTHLY. SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $1.00 PER YEAR. 








ASSOCIATE PUBLICATIONS: 


YHE AMERICAN BANKER, 


A weekly journal giving a complete review of all banking and financial matters, new 
and closed banks, changes, counterfeits, and everything of interest to men of finance. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $4.00 per Year. 


THE AMERICAN BANK REPORTER, 


A on. with semi-annual special editions, containing corrected lists of all 
banks, bankers and financial institutions; officers, capital, surplus, etc., towns without 
———s facilities and nearest banking point; list of attorneys and other valuable in- 

‘ormation. 


Subscription Price, $6.00, or with “The American Banker,” $9.00 per Year. 
STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
48 Church St., cor. Fulton St., (P. 0. Box 411.) NEW YORK CITY. 
Entered at the New York Post Office as Second Class Matter. 


CHICAGO BRANCH OFFICE, Opera House Building. 
Cc. C. HAY, Manager. 


NEW YORK, JANUARY, 1894. 


Guaranteed Circulation, 10,000 Copies each Issue. 


WE CAN SUPPLY a neat and substantial binder, cap- 
able of holding the issues of THE AMERICAN LAWYER 
for a year, for 50 cents each. Orders should be sent in 
early. 
































THE SEVENTEENTH ANNUAL MEETING of the New 
York State Bar Association, will be held in Albany, Jan. 
16-17 inst., and promises to be of rare interest. The 
programme will be found on page 25. 





THE SUBJECT OF LEGAL EDUCATION is second to 
none which now engage the attention of the bar. The 
report of the proceedings of the Section on Legal Educa- 
tion of the American Bar Association, printed in full in 
this issue, will command the serious consideration of every 
lawyer who desires that the practice of law shall maintain 
its professional prestige. 





THE BAR ASSOCIATION OF CARLISLE, PA., has de- 
clined to admit a young woman to be examined for ad- 
mission to the bar. In explaining its action its repre- 
sentative publicly said : 


Whenever the men stay at home, nurse the children and do the 
housework, while the women battle with the world, it will be time 
enough for the Carlisle bar to modify its rules and admit women to 
membership. 

Nonsense! The Carlisle Bar Association ought to 
awake from its Rip Van Winkle sleep, and try to catch 
up with the procession. 





A CoRRECTION.—It has been said that an editor’s 
idea of heaven is a place where printers and proofreaders 
make no mistakes. The afflictions which make this view 
so acceptable to editors are now and then visited upon us. 


In the last number of this journal the reference to the 
citation of the case of The Casco Nat. Bank, Respt., v. 
John Clark et al, Applts, (page 5) was given as 54 N. W. 
Rep. 570. This is wrong. The correct reference is 34 N. 
E. Rep. 907. 





THE DECLINE OF LITIGATION. 


Under this title our issue for November last contained 
an editorial based upon the current calendars of the New 
York court of appeals, and of the circuit of the supreme 
court covering New York city, in which it was shown 
that the great law firms of the metropolis, and that means, 
therefore, representative law firms of the American bar, 
are to day engaged in a surprisingly smaller amount of 
litigation than heretofore, an amount insignificant as 
compared with the known volume of the business they 
transact, and with that to which it might generally be 
supposed their attention would be required. Demon- 
strating as it did, the fact that the work of the lawyer has 
become revolutionized within recent years, that the lead- 
ers of the bar now achieve their successes in the office 
instead of in the courts, as of yore—that they now avoid 
rather than invite litigation,—that article was extensive- 
ly noticed, and elicited such comment, in letter and public 
press, as showed that this diminution of court practice is 
general throughout the land. Indeed no observant law- 
yer could have failed to notice the increasing infrequency 
with which the names of the most eminent practitioners 
have, of late years, appeared upon court dockets; and 
every lawyer whose ability and clientage gave him first 
rank, has felt and recognized the spirit of the age which 
demands at the hands of the profession a peaceful solu- 
tion of difficulties, and tolerates litigation only as the last 
resort. But it will undoubtedly surprise the bar of the 
country to learn that the phenomenon of modern practice 
referred to, pertains also to England. 


Messrs. Carter, Hughes & Kellogg, who, among other 
leading firms of this city, were named in the article 
mentioned, have kindly placed in our hands a letter 
written them by the head of one of the strongest firms of 
solicitors in London, referring to that article and the 
topic of which it treated. The letter is as follows: 


Lonpon, E. C., 7th December, 1893. 





DEAR SIRS:— 

I have read with much interest the cutting [a copy of 
the editorial mentioned] enclosed with your letter of the 20th ulto. 
It illustrates a state of things which is identical with what is now 
the case in this country. The time of the common law courts in 
this country is taken up for the most part in trying actions of tort, 
claims for damages for libel, claims for personal injury and false im- 
prisonment and breach of promise of marriage cases. A good old 
fashioned action for damages for breach of a commercial contract is 
very rare indeed. The only commercial cases which are now tried 
are those relating to ships, insurance, damage to cargo, salvage and 
collision. Almost every trade hus its association and rules and a 
system under which the parties agree that all disputes arising out 
of contracts made in these particular trades are to be decided by ar- 
bitration. 

My firm acts as solicitors to the London Corn Trade Association 
and I should think that in all probability there are ten disputes a 
week which are all decided by arbitration. Many disputes are on 
questions of quality and the system under which they are arbitrated 
upon is fairly satisfactory; but often questions of law arise upon 
which the arbitrators, who are merchants or brokers in the Corn 
Trade ; decide sometimes with, but more frequently without, legal 
advice. This is not satisfactory to the parties interested but their 
disputes are quickly and inexpensively settled and without much 
personal trouble to the parties. This is, in my opinion, one of the 
causes why the business of the courts has so greatly diminished. 
It takes say two minutes to make a commercial contract but if 
there is a dispute upon it it takes two years at least to have it dis- 
posed of in court. Time, trouble and money are thrown away in 
frivolous applications to the court and when it at last is set down 
for trial it is in all probability months before it is reached. In the 
meantime, the defendant, who may have been perfectly solvent 
when the action was brought, is very likely insolvent when the ac- 
tion is tried, and the plaintiff has a long lawyer’s bill to pay iu ad- 
dition to his first loss. The proceedings will have been fought out 
on both sides with a good deal of ill will and feeling, and if they 
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are not insolvent the parties have in all probability hopelessly 
quarrelled and their business relations are forever at an end. 

What we require here is just what is stated at the end of the 
article you sent me as what you require, viz.: that litigation, when 
resorted to, should not mean ‘‘tedious delay, ruinous expense and 
uncertain results.” The unnecessary delay and expense could be 
avoided by an alteration in our procedure. 


The name of the writer of the letter is withheld, but 
his high standing gives authority to his utterances. It is 
of cheering interest to learn that the conservative legal 
practice of England has appreciably yielded, and in the 
same manner, to the influences that have revolutionized 
legal practice in America. There is prophesy of a bright- 
er day for both English and American jurisprudence, 
when the Anglo-Saxon bar is known to be a unit in its 
current history, experiences, and needs. And let it be 
remembered that the influences which have wrought this 
change, will not cease their irresistible work until legal 
procedure in both England and America is adjusted to 
the regime of modern days, so that legal process, when 
invoked, shall assure a speedy inexpensive, and certain 
determination of every litigated controversy. 








ULTRA VIRES. 





The charter of a corporation is the measure of its 
power, and the enumeration of those powers implies the 
exclusion of all others not fairly incidental. Contracts 
made by a corporation beyond the scope of those powers 
are void, and no action can be maintained upon them in 
the courts, and this upon three distinct grounds: The ob- 
ligation of every one contracting with a corporation to 
take notice of the legal limits of its powers; the interest 
of the stockholders not to be subjected to risks which 
they have never undertaken; and, above all, the interest 
of the public that the corporation shall not transcend the 
powers conferred upon it by law. 

Upon this statement of the limitation of corporate 
power, but recognizing that the rule concedes the usual 
propositions applicable to every legislative act,—that 
what is fairly implied is as much granted as if expressly 
enumerated,—the United States circuit court in the case 
of Tod et al v. Kentucky Union Land Oo. et al, (57 Fed. 
Rep. 47) decides that the power to execute accommoda- 
tion paper, or to guaranty for accommodation the obliga- 
tions of another corporation, is not ordinarily implied 
from the powers conferred upon corporations, but that 
such contracts are generally in excess of corporate power, 
and therefore void as ultra vires in the true sense of the 
term. The court founds this proposition upon the follow- 
ing very evident reasoning, and gives a fine line of cita- 
tions sustaining the same: 


(1) The corporate funds belong to its shareholders, and, by the 
very terms of the law creating it, cannot be devoted to any other 
pur pose than tho-e indicated by its charter and constitution. Such 
obligations would violate the fundamental terms of the agreement 
between the corporators themselves. 

(2) To do so would be to exercise a power not conferred by the 
State, either expressly or impliedly. The State’s grant of the corpo- 
Tate franchises is for the purpose prescribed, and the execution of 
such oblivations would be beyond the powers conferred, and there- 
fore a diversion of the corporate purposes, as well as of the corpo 
rate funds. 

(3) Such obligations rest upon no consideration, and would not, 
therefore, be valid. They wou'!d amount to a donation of the corpo- 
rate funds, and therefore an unlawful diversion. 


But there is no inherent want of power in a business 
corporation, having power to execute negotiable paper, to 
obligate itself as a surety or guarantor upon paper re- 





ceived by it in regular business dealings. Such con- 
tracts entered into in due course of business, rest upon a 
sufficient consideration if executed as a legitimate means 
of increasing the value of security which comes into its 
possession, and is to be disposed of in the usual conduct 
of its affairs. The reason for this power is that such a 
guaranty is an original undertaking for the corporation’s 
own benefit, the consideration moving to itself, and not 
to the person whose debt is guaranteed. As to what cir- 
cumstances will make a contract of guaranty lawful and 
obligatory, the court determines that the right is a ques- 
tion of fact depending upon the circumstances of each case, 
for which no set rule can be found. But it is wisely sug- 
gested that in considering the facts of a particular case, 
it should be borne in mind that, in general, a charter 
is to be construed strictly against the grantee; that all 
which is not clearly granted, either expressly or by rea- 
sonable implication, is to be held against the corporation. 
It should be remembered, too, that where a corporation 
is seeking to repudiate liability upon a contract fairly en- 
tered into, a milder rule applies, preventing a corporation 
from making a contract and then wilfully breaking it, 
claiming as a defense therefor that it lacked charter power 
to make the engagement. Corporations, like individuals, 
will not be permitted to profit by their own wrong; to 
abide by a contract so long as it is advantageous, and re- 
pudiate it when it becomes onerous, unless it clearly ap- 
pears that the contract is beyond their power. The opin- 
ion will repay studious perusal. 








JUDGE JAMES G. JENKINS, of the United States cir- 
cuit court, who was indicted at Milwaukee, last summer, 
as one of the directors of the defunct Plankinton Bank, of 
that city, has been completely exonerated by the action 
of the district attorney, in entering a nolle prosequi over 
Judge Jenkins’ strong objection, and in that connection 
declaring that he had no testimony to convict the judge 
on a separate trial. This admission of the district attorney 
was made of much greater significance by the remark of 
the court that Judge Jenkins now stood as if there had 
never been an indictment against him. This ends the 
case, and Judge Jenkins’ vindication is as complete, legal- 
ly and morally, as though a jury had formally entered a 
verdict of not guilty. 

Judge Jenkins is a man of ideal purpose and mind, 


and no one who knew him ever believed him even tech- 
nically guilty of the offense with which he was charged. 





THE SENATE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE HAS VOTED 
ADVERSELY on the nomination of William B. Hornblower 
to be Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
This, however, happily does not change the fact that Mr. 
Hornblower is recognized by the bar of New York city, 
and by the judges of the highest courts of the State, and 
of the court to which he is nominated, and by the lawyers 
practicing before that court, as one of the most learned 
lawyers of the country, irrespective of age or experience. 


In personal character he is above all criticism. The 
securing of so fit a man while yet so young for long ser- 
vice upon the Nations’ highest judicial bench is most de- 
sirable. It will be cause for grave regret if the Senate shall 
accept the recommendation of the committee. We hope 
that our presumption that it will do so may be proven to 
be wrong. 
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STOCKHOLDER AND DIRECTOR. 





A director of a corporation is a trustee for the entire 
body of stockholders. He must manage the business af- 
fairs of the company with the view of promoting not his 
own interests, but the common interests; and he cannot, 
directly or indirectly, derive personal profit or advantage 
by reason of his position, distinct from his co-sharehold- 
ers. By assuming the office he undertakes to give his 
best judgment in the interests of the corporation in all 
matters in which he acts for it, untrammeled by any hos- 
tile interest in himself or others. The obligation on his 
part that he will in no manner use his position to advance 
his own interests as an individual, as distinguished from 
that of the corporation, is inherent in his directorship. 
All secret profits derived by him in any dealings in regard 
to the corporate enterprise must be accounted for to the 
corporation, even though the transactions in which they 
were made were also to the advantage of the corporation. 

This is substantially the concise and accurate lan- 
guage of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, in the case 
of Bird Coal & Iron Co. v. Humes, (27 Atl. Rep. 750), de- 
fining the fiduciary obligations of corporate directors. 
Upon these unquestioned principles it bases its sound de- 
cision that the duties of one as stockholder, and as direc- 
tor, are distinct and may be quite divergent. The mo- 
ment a stockholder becomes a director, there is a radical 
change in his relations to the company. Asa stockhold- 
er, and the owner of his shares absolutely, he has the 
right to manage his own property according to his own 
ideas, and may freely deal with the company or with 
others on the strength of his stockholdings therein, to his 
own personal profit and benefit. But when he becomes 
a director, his obligation to his fellow stockholders vastly 
broadens, and his right to deal with them or with others 
to his own advantage, through the agency of the corpora- 
tion, is correspondingly diminished. 

And the court drawing the distinction between the 
duties of stockholder and director more closely, correctly 
determines that where a corporation has leased its prop- 
erty in consideration of a stated royalty, but a stockhold- 
er who had opposed the leasing, unknown to his associates 
receives from the lessee an added royalty, is afterwards 
made a director, and while acting as a director conceals 
the fact of the royalty paid him personally from his fel- 


low shareholders and directors, at a time when action is 
taken by the corporation upon a reduction of the stated 
royalty paid the company, and which reduction such di- 
rector advises, the director must acccunt to the company 
for the profits he made by concealing the truth. 








JUSTICE BENJAMIN D. MAGRUDER, at the recent 
annual complimentary banquet given to the justices, past 
and present, of the Illinois supreme court, by the Chicago 


Bar Association, touched the soul of the remedy for exist- 
ing evils in legal procedure, when he said that legal reform 
was to be found in the one word “brevity.” Simpler and 
briefer pleadings ; more concise examination of witnesses; 
more compactness of argument; quicker methods of final 
review and decision ; less copiousness of judicial opinion 
upon thoroughly settled points, and less expense attend- 
ing litigation are the ends sought by the law reformer, 
and demanded by the times. They are all encompassed 
by that one short word, “Brevity.” 4 Hi ecm rv 4UUHd oILE WA 


wy 





THE LIABILITY OF PROMOTERS of a proposed cor- 
poration is not limited to subscribers whom they person- 
ally induce to take shares. It extends to all who are in- 
duced by their agents to subscribe for shares, and if they 
make material misrepresentations to, or conceal material 
facts from their agent, who, relying on the statements, 
induce persons to become subscribers, the promoters are 
liable for the damages. This is the soul of the decision 
of the supreme court of New York, in the case of Walker 
v. Anglo-American M. & T. Oo., etal. (55 N. Y.S. Rep. 54.) 
Upon another ‘point the court holds that the pur- 
chaser of shares in an existing corporation from a stock- 
holder, has no interest in the application of the money 
which he pays for the shares, but that it is quite different 
with one who agrees to subscribe for shares in a corpora- 
tion to be created. The difference is well stated by Chief 
Justice Coleridge in Tuycross v. Grant, L. R. 2 C. P. 
Div., 483. He said: 


The value of a share in a company, however, cepends not only 
on those circumstances which regulate the value of all saleable com- 
modities, but also on the persons by whom and the mode in which 
the capital of the company is to be dealt with. It is utterly imma- 
terial to an ordinary purchaser to know what the vendor will do 
with the purchase money when he gets it; the purchaser has no fur- 
ther interest in it. But an applicant for shares in a company is in 
a totally different position. His money becomes part of the capital 
of the company; and to him it is all important to know what sort 
of persons are to have the contro] of his money when he has paid 
it, and how that money is to be applied, whether upon the enter- 
prise itself, or in remunerating, perhaps with lavish extravagance, 
those who have brought the company into existence. Again, it is 
all important for him to know whether shares applied for by other 
people are applied for hon+stly, as by himself, or by persons whose 
only object is to create a fictitious demand for the shares, and to get 
rid of them as soon as they have succeeded in deluding others to 
take them on the faith of their apparent value. Now, these are all 
matters which promoters may arrange for their own benefit, and 
keep entirely out of sight ; and it is notorious that, by taking ad- 
vantage of their opportunities in this respect, promoters have com- 
mitted gigantic frauds. 


_ Whereupon the court declares, and wisely, that per- 
sons who undertake to form a corporation and induce 
others to subscribe for stock therein by issuing state- 
ments and prospectuses, occupy a position of trust and 
confidence towards the persons so induced, and are bound 
to exercise the utmost good faith in their transactions. 





IF TWO OR MORE PERSONS OWE T. ANOTHER THE 
SAME DUTY, and by their common neglect of that duty 
he is injured, the tort is joint, and any, or all of 
the tort feasors may be held. Where, however, each of 
several persons owe to another a separate duty, which 
each wrongfully neglects to perform, then, although the 
duties were diverse and disconnected, and the negligence 
of each was without concert, if such several neglects con- 
curred and united together in causing injury, the tort is 
equally joint, and the tort feasors are subject to a like 
liability. 

This is the doctrine upheld by the supreme court of 
New Jersey in the case of Matthews v. Delaware, L. & 
W. R. Co. et al. (27 Atl. Rep. 919) and is in line with de- 
cisions in New York, Illinois, Michigan, and elsewhere. 
Indeed, the judge delivering this opinion says that he 
has not discovered any dissent from this doctrine, except 


in Pennsylvania, the courts of which s‘ate, while admit- § 


ting the general rule, make an exception of cases where 
the injured party was the passenger of a carrier, whose 
negligence concurred with the negligence of ancther in 





producing theinjury. And then the judge effectively over- 
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comes the force of this contrary authority, by showing that 
the reason of this exception in Pennsylvania is that the 
courts of that State adhere to the doctrine of the English 
case of Thorogood v. Bryan, 8 ©. B. 115, which is now 
expressly overruled in England. (The Bernia, 11 Prob. 
Div. 58, 13 App. Cas. 1.) 

In cases where suit is brought upon an alleged joint 
liability, such as is upheld in the case supporting this 
note, if the jury negative the negligence charged against 
one of such tort feasors, a verdict against the other is 
not objectionable. 





AN AGENT, IN COLLECTING MONEY, must act within 
the scope of his powers, in order to bind the principal. 
In the absence of instructions, such an agent has no au- 
thority to receive anything but money. <A creditor may 
receive in satisfaction of his debt any instrument or thing 
that he chooses, and it will be effective as a payment be- 
tween him and the debtor. But, as above stated, a trus- 
tee or agent, with power simply to collect, cannot, in 
general, receive payment in anything but money. A pay- 
ment to him in anything else will not be binding upon the 
principal, or operate to discharge the debt, unless made or 
received by the authority of the principal, express or im- 
plied. Thus, an agent cannot bind his principal by tak- 
ing a bill of exchange in payment, unless authorized so 
to do, or unless it was customary to settle by bill. A mere 
showing that a collector had often taken drafts for debts, 
is not enough to establish a custom. 

These are the main points covered by the decision of 
the court of civil appeals of Texas, in the case of Western 
Brass Mfg. Co. v. Maverick (23 8S. W. Rep. 728), worthy 
of attention by those interested. 





COURTS HAVE BEEN VERY LIBERAL in construing 
the returns of officers serving their process, in many in- 
stances, as in Alabama, Virginia and Kentucky, holding 
that the word “ Executed” is sufficient; the courts saying 
that that word itself, ex vi termini, carries with it the 
idea and implication of a full performance of all that the 
law requires. 

In the case of Isley v. Brown et ux (18 S. E. Rep. 
174) the supreme court of North Carolina, founding its 
decision upon this doctrine, holds that a specific return 
that a summons was “ Executed by delivering a copy to 
J. and his wife, R.,” is sufficient to show that a copy was 
delivered to each of them, and that a judgment in such 
proceedings is not subject to collateral attack by the wife 
on the ground that the return does not show that a copy 
of the summons was personally delivered to her. This is 
unquestionably sound, and, as the court says, the princi- 
ple therein upheld is of general application except in 
those States where, by statute, alternative modes of serv- 
ing process have been adopted. In such jurisdictions a 
much more stringent doctrine is held, it being required 
that the return must show not only that the process 
has been served, but which one of two or more statutory 
modes of bringing a defendant before the court has been 
adopted by the officer. 

It may not be unwise to add that while in those 
states where the statute requires that a summons shall 
be served by reading the same to the defendant, and the 








return of the summons is simply with the indorsement 
“ Served,” or “ Executed,” the implication is that the offi- 
cer fully discharged his official duty by reading the sum- 
mons to the defendant; yet where the officer undertakes 
to set forth the manner of service, and it appears that he 
has not complied with the requirements of the law, the 
force cf such implication is entirely destroyed. Unless, 
however, the return shows a repugnancy that cannot be 
harmonized, the principle applies with unimpaired vigor. 





ONE WHO AFFIXES HIS SIGNATURE TO A PRINTED 
BLANK for a promissory note and intrusts it to another 
for the purpose of having the blanks filled, becomes a 
party to the instrument, and confers the right, and such 
instrument carries on its face an implied authority, to fill 
the blanks and complete the contract at pleasure, as to 
names, terms, and amount, so far as consistent with the 
printed words. The person to whom a blank note is thus 
intrusted must, as to purchasers for value without notice, 
be deemed the agent of the signer. The actof perfecting 
the instrument is therefore deemed the act of the princi- 
pal. 

This law is familiar, but courts have often to reiter- 
ate it. The supreme judicial court of Maine, in the case 
of Market & Fulton Nat. Bank v. Sargent, (27 Atl. Rep. 
192) recently added to the decisions on this point, and 
upheld the further principle that an oral agreement be- 
tween such principal and agent, limiting the amount for 
which the note shall be perfected cannot affect the rights 
of an indorser for value, taking before maturity without 
notice of such agreement, where a different amount is 
written in. 

Proof of fraud in the inception, casts upon the in- 
dorsee the burden of showing that he took the note for 
value before maturity, without notice of the fraud. But 
proof that he paid full value before maturity, raises a 
presumption that he purchased in good faith, without no- 
tice of fraud; and until overcome by rebutting evidence, 
this presumption stands in lieu of direct proof. 








UNITED STATES CONSULATE. 
(J. C. MONAGHAN, CONSUL.) 
CHEMNITZ, GERMANY, November 28, 1893. 
Editor American Lawyer: 


Got your magazine Monday, like it very much. It was full o 
very valuable information; evidently carefully considered essays 
and comments and condensed opinions. It must commend itself to 
every person, lawyer or layman, interested in the origin present 
condition and progress of law. I send you per post money order for 
one year’s subscription. If I like it after a year’s reading, as no 
doubt I will, as 1 do after reading one number I shall be a life sub- 
seriber. Yours very sincerely, 

J.C. MONAGHAN. 





LAW AND NOTARY OFFICE OF WM. A. YOUNG. 


DANVILLE, I11., December 22, 1893. 
Editor American Lawyer: 


I am in receipt of your kind favor of the 20th inst. inclosing 
copy of the opinion in case of Casco National Bank vs. Clark, et al. 
accept my thanks for same and your kindly -words to me. I find 


the case directly in point on a question which I have now pending 
in court, and think it will save my case, and client some money, 
hence I am grateful to you for the favor. 1 find your publication 
covers a field not heretofore invaded by legal periodicals or journals. 
While your treatment ot subjects is a little unique, I am certain it 


will commend itself to the legal fraternity, and a full fledged lawyer 
will hardly be able to get wlong without it if he desires to keep 
abreast with the decision of the courts, and especially in commer- 
cial law. Again thanking you, I remain yours very respectfully. 
Wo. A. YOUNG. 
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Full text of the Latest Decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts upon Com- 
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LIABILITY FOR USING THE PERSON OF AN- 
OTHER AS A SHIELD AGAINST APPRE- 
HENDED DANGER—BURDEN 
OF PROOF. 





Supreme Court, New York. Opinion filed October, 1893. 
WILLIAM H. LAIDLAW, APPELLANT, V. RUSSELL SAGE, RESPONDENT. 


A letter had been handed to defendant by a visitor containing 
a threat that if he did not give said visitor a large sum of money, 
the latter would immediately explode a package of dynamite then 
in his possession. Plaintiff, who was ignorant of the contents of 
the letter, and that any threat had been made, allowed defendant 
to gently draw him toward defendant and turn him around so as to 
bring plaintiff’s body between defendant and the visitor. An explo- 
sion then occurred through which plaintiff sustained severe injuries. 
Held, that such facts presumptively established a cause of action in 
favor of plaintiff against detendaut; that the burden ot proof was 
not on plaintiff to show that he would have been less seriously in- 
jured or not injured at all if he had been let alone, but that the bur- 
den of proof was on defendant, if he wished to avail himself of such 
defense, to show that without defendant's act, plaintiff would have 

- been equally injured. 

Appeal from judgment entered upon dismissal of the complaint, 
after trial at circuit. 

Noah Davis and H. L. Pincoffs, for appellant. 

E. C. James and Rush Taggart, for respondent. 

Van Brunt, P. J.—This action was brought to recover damages 
because of certain alleged wrongful acts of the defendant. The an- 
swer admitted some of the acts, but denied that any wrong had been 
done by the defendant to the plaintiff. 


The facts appearing upon the trial seemed to be substantially 
as follows : 


The plaintiff had for a number of years been accustomed to call 
upon the defendant at his office on business, two or three times a 
week, and sometimes oftener. On the morning of the 4th of Decem- 
ber, 1891, he went to call on the cefendant at the request of his em- 

loyer. Upon entering the office occupied by Mr. Sage, he found 
. Sage and a person having a little satchel in his hand (who was 
a stranger to him, but whose name was subsequently ascertained to 
be Norcross) standing by the entrance of the ante-100m talking. The 
plaintiff passed in without speaking to Mr. Sage, and entered the 
ante-100m, to there await the termination of the conversation. He 
stood near the centre of a table at the end of the room furthest from 
the door at which Mr. Sage was standing, which table stood next to 
a railing in which there was a gate opening it to a small space be- 
tween the railing and a window looking upon Rector street, in 
which small space was a door looking into Mr. Sage’s private office. 

While standing at the table the plaintiff did not hear any of 
the conversation between the defendant and the other man. After 
he had stood there facing the window half a minute, or a minute at 
the out-ide, Mr. Sage came from behind, away from his visitor, 
but still looking at him, and pla:ed his hand upon the plaintifi’s 
shoulder without speaking to him. He then took his left hand down 
from the plaintiff’s shoulder and took plaintiff’s left hand in both of 
his and drew the plaintiff gently toward him, and gently turned 
him arou: d, and stood with one thigh resting upon the outer corner 
of the table. The plaintiff testified that the defendant did not use 
any force whatever on him, and that the only exercise of power on 
the part of Sage, of which he was conscious at the time, was that 
it was just sufficient to move him, but without any idea of force or 
anything of the sort; and that he moved voluntarily, because he 
offered no resistance, and that he was not conscious Sage was pull- 
ing him atthe time. The result of this change of position was to 
bring the body of the plaintiff between the defendant and the visitor, 
the body of the plaintiff covering the front of Sage’s body. After 
Sage had been in this position for a second or two he spoke to the 
visitor and said, as the plaintiff testified: “If I trust you, why 
can’t you trust me?” or, “If you can’t truss me, I can’t trust you.” 
At that moment an explosion took place, and the plaintiff and Mr. 
Sage were thrown upon the floor, a person who was standing by the 
Rector street window was blown through the window and killed, 
the visitor with whom Mr. Sage was talking was blown to pieces, 
and the room was a general wreck. 

It further appears from the evidence that the stranger who stood 
in the doorway when the plaintiff entered, had handed to the de- 
fendant the following letter: ‘‘This carpet-bag I hold in my hands 
contains ten pounds of dynamite, and if I drop this bag on the floor 
it will destroy this building in ruins, and kill every human being in 
it. I demand $1,200,000 or I will drop it. Will you giveit? Yes 
or No?” 

The plaintiff was severely injured by the explosion, and this 
action was brought to recover damages claim: d to have been sus- 
tained by reason of the alleged wrongful act of the defendant in 












using the plaintiff’s body to protect himself from the effects of the 
anticipated explosion. And the question presented upon this appeal 
is whether this action can be maintained. 

It is urged upon the part of the defendant that the plaintiff's 
case wholly failed to establish that the defendant’s action was either 
wrongful, or that it was a proximate cause of plaintifif’s injury, or an 
efficient cause without which the injury would not have happened ; 
and that Norcross being the sole cause of the injury, Sage’s act was 
not a proximate cause of the accident or of the damage to the plain- 
tiff; that it did not even contribute to the accident or the damage, 
and hence Sage is not liable; that it was not even proved to be one 
of several concurring acts that produced the explosion, which ex- 
plosion was the only and sole cause of plaintiff’s damage; and that 
the plaintiff’s testimony affirmatively establishes that his injuries 
were caused by the unlawful act of Norcross in exploding the dyna- 
mite, an act with which the defendant was not in any way con- 
nected, and for which, therefore, he was not responsible. 

Numerous cases are cited to support the propositions which have 
been advanced; and the principle is invoked that an act of force 
done in necessary self-defense, causing injury to an innocent by- 
stander, is damnum sine injuria, for no man does wrong or contracts 
guilt in defending himself against an aggressor. In support of 
which proposition attention is called to the celebrated Squib case, 
which would only tend to hold Norcross liable for the damage which 
he had committed. 

The defendant also cites the case of Ring v. The City of Cohoes, 
77 N. Y. 83; Searles v. Manhattan, 101 N. Y. 661; Taylor v. City of 
Yonkers, 105 N. Y. 203; Ayres v. Village of Hammondsport, 130 N. 
Y. 65; Grant v. Pa. & N. Y. Canal R. R. Co., 133 N. Y. 657, and other 
cases in support of the proposition that when several proximate 
causes contribute to an accident, and each is an efficient cause with- 
out the operation of which the accident would not have happened, 
it may be attributed to all or any of the causes, but it can not be 
attributed to a cause, unless without its operation the accident 
would not have happened. These cases, however, seem to us to have 
no applicat:on to the case at bar. Those were cases in which the 
question arose as to whether the plaintiff could recover because of 
alleged neg] gence of defendant, and the proof showed that there 
were two causes, from either one of which the accident might have 
occurred in respect to one of which the defendants were chargeable 
with negligence, and in respect to the other, they were not. And 
the court held that a recovery could not be had unless it was proved 
that the injury resulted from the cause in respect to which the de- 
fendants were chargeable with negligence. 

Our attention is also called to the language of Mr. Justice Holmes 
in his work on the Common Law, where it is laid down that the 
general principle of our law is, that loss from accident must lie 
where it falls, and this principle is not affected by the fact that a 
human being is the instrument of misfortune. And the language of 
Mr. Justice Nelson is cited where he says: ‘‘No case or principle 
can be found, or if found can be maintained, subjecting an individ- 
ual to liability for an act done without fault on his part.” All the 
cases concede that an injury arising from inevitable accident, or 
which in law or reason is the same thing, from an act that ordinary 
human care and foresight are not able to guard against, is but the 
misfortune of the sufferer, and lays no foundation for legal responsi- 
bility. 

The case of Brown v. Kendal, before Chief Justice Shaw, is also 
cited, in which it appeared that the defendant, while trying to sepa- 
rate two fighting dogs, raised his stick 0: er his shoulder, in the act 
of striking, and accidentally hit the eg in the eye, co oe 
upon him a severe injury; and in which the court held that, al- 
though defendant was bound by no duty to separate the dogs, yet, 
if he was doing a lawful act, he was not liable unless he was want- 
ing in the care which a man of ordinary prudence would use under 
the circumstances, and that the burden was on the plaintiff to prove 
the want of such care. 

These cases, also, do not seem to us to be applicable to the one 
at bar. There the party proceeded against was held to be without 
fault, and, while doing a lawful act, accidentally inflicted an injury 
upon another. 

About the correctness of such a proposition we do not think 
there is any room for doubt. But the facts of the case at bar do not 
necessarily place the defendant in the position of a person doing @ 
lawful act, and thereby causing the plaintiff to be injured. In the 
consideration of the testimony offered upon the part of the plaintiff, 
those inferences which are most favorable to the cause of action 
attempted to be established by him must necessarily be drawn ; and 
the ruling of the court below can only be sustained in case upon no 
theory of the proot a cause of action was made out. The jury would 
have a right to infer from the evidence in this case that the defend- 
ant, being in great fear lest Norcross would carry out the threat con- 
tained in his written memorandum to him end explode the dynamite 
which he had in his bag, placed the plaintiff between himself and 
ve apprehended danger as the vest possible screen which he had at 

and. 

Now, if the defendant put his hand upon or touched the plain- 
tiff, and caused him to change his position with that intent he was 
guilty of a wrongful act toward the plaintiff; and if the plaintiff 
was injured by the happening of the anticipated catsstrophe, then 
the burden is thrown upon the defendant of establishing that his 
wrongful act did not in the slightest degree contribute to any part 
of the injury which the plaintiff sustained by reason of the explo- 
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sion. It is not necessary for the plaintiff to show that he would not 
have been so severely injured if he had been left standing in his 
original position ; but the defendant, having wrongfully placed him 
in the changed position with the intent ot using him as a shield, 
and he being injured by the explosion which was anticipated by the 
defendant in order to escape liability fur this wrongful act toward 
the plaintiff in thus using him as a shield, he is bound at the least 
to show to the satisfaction of the jury that the plaintiff would have 
been injured to the same extent had he been left untouched. 

There is no question of proximate cause. The court cannot say 
from the evidence is troduced upon the trial that the plaintiff would 
have been injured to just as great an extent if he hid been left un- 
touched; and the defendant having perpetrated this wrong against 
the plaintiff, having done so with the wrongful intent of saving 
himself from injury by exposing the plaintiff to injury, cannot be 
heard to say that there is no proof but that he would have been in- 
jured anyhow. Keing the wrongdoer in attempting to make this 
improper use of the plaintiff’s body, he must clear his skirts of any 
possible inference that some, at lea-+t, of the injuries of the plaintiff 
may have resulted trom his wrongful act. 

The whole groundwork of the respondent’s argument is that the 
motion to dismiss was properly granted, because it was incumbent 
upon the plaintiff to establish that, without Sage’s act, he would 
not have been injured ; thus completely turning around the question 
as to the burden of proof. If Sage had been acting innocently, if 
it could not be found from the evidence that he had intentionally 
placed this man between himself and the expected danger, this rule 
might apply. But where his very act of placing the plaintiff in the 
position mentioned may have been a wrong toward the plaintiff, and 
was done by defeadant with the intent of shielding himself from 
injury, we fail to conceive why the burden of proof is not upon the 
defendant, rather than upon the plaintiff, to show that without de- 
fendant’s act the plaintiff would have been equally injured. And it 
seems to us that there is where the fallacy of the defendant’s argu- 
ment lies. In all the cases cited the party proceeded against was 
doing a lawful act, or was attempting to protect his property or 
person in a lawful manner, and injury resulted, 

We are of opinion, therefore, in view of the fact that from this 
evidence the jury might find that the de‘endant used this plaintiff 
as a shield against apprehended danger, of which he knew the 
plaintiff to be ignorant, that a dismissal of the complaint can not 
be sustained. 

The judgment should be reversed and a new trial ordered, with 
costs to appellant to abide event. 

FOLLETT and PARKER, JJ., concur. 








SUBROGA TION—PURCHA SER OF PARTNERSHIP 
PROPERTY. 


Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. 
IN RE MILLER’S ESTATE. 


Oct. 2, 1893. 
APPEAL OF MILLER ET AL. 





A purchaser of property of a firm, one of the members of which 
had died, agreed to assume the firm debts The wife of the deceased 
member held a note against the firm, which had apparently been 

aid; but she claimed that it had not, and insisted on its payment, 
in addition to what would otherwise have been her share of the pur- 
chase money, which was finally done. After the negotiations were 
closed, it was discovered that the deceased partner, instead of ap- 
plying money drawn out of the firm to the payment of the note, as 
the books showed, had appropriated it to his own use. Held, that 
he must be regarded as a debtor to the firm, to the amount so misap- 
propriated by him, and the purchaser, having succeeded to all the 
rights of the firm, could enforce the claim against his estate. 

Appeal from Orphans’ Court, Luzerne county. 


On accounting by the People’s Bank of Wilkes Barre, adminis- 
trator, etc., of William L, Miller, deceased, F. J. Leavenworth, on 
behalf of William M. Miller & Co., presented a claim against the 
estate, which claim was disallowed by the auditor. From a decree 
of the orphans’ court overruling claimant’s exceptions to the audit- 
or’s report, the claimant appeals. Reversed. 


William M. Miller & Co. was a firm of grocers doing business 
in Wilkes Barre. The firm was composed of William M. Miller, W. 
D. Beers, and George N. Carr. The tirm borrowed $1,300 of Hetty 
8. Miller, wife of William M. Miller, and gave the firm note for the 
amount. W. M. Miller died 10th March, 1891, intestate, leaving a 
wife and mother, but no children. The People’s Bank of Wilkes 
Bar. was appointed administrator of his estate. Mr. F. J. Leaven- 
worth wished to acquire the interest of the W. M. Miller estate in 
the firm. The other partners consented, aud to that end he opened 
negotiations with Sophia A. Miller, the mother, and George N. Carr, 
her nephew, who had one-sixth interest. A statement from the 
books was miade to Leavenworth. They showed the assets and lia- 
bilities of the concern, and that Miller had a credit, of undivided 
protits, of $26,971. The check- book stubs showed that the firm note 
ot $1,300 given to Mrs. Miller had been paid by checks dated 3\st 
August, 1889, drawn by W. M. Miller & Co. to Hetty S. Miller, $250; 
Hetty 8. Miller, 25th October, 18%9, $300; Hetty S. Miller, 2d Au- 
gust, 1889, $500; Hetty S. Miller, 6th January, 1890, $320.50—and 
the ledger account was balanced by the checks entered as payments. 
Mr. Leavenworth agreed with Mrs. Sophia A. Miller and Carr, and 


purchased her interest, as heir of Miller, and the interest of George 

N. Carr, as partner, for $16,000. He then proposed to buy the inter- 

est of Hetty S. Miller, the widow. She announced that the note of 

$1,300 had not been paid to her by the firm, and insisted on its pay- 

ment. Her price for her share was $20,000, beside the note of $1,300. 

After considerable negotiation, in which she was represented by 

Dimmick Searle, her brother, Leavenworth offered $16,000, the same 

amount which the mother and Uarr had agreed to take. Searle came 

down, and Leavenworth advanced the price, until finally $18,800 

was agreed upon, the note of $1,300 to be paid in addition by 

Leavenworth. An agreement was executed by Sophia A. Miller and 

Hetty S. Miller, authorizing the administrator to sell their interest 
in the partnership at private sale on terms named. This paper was 

also signed by Leavenworth, W. D. Beers, and George N. Carr, the 
other partners. And a bill of sale to Leavenworth was executed by 
the administrator of the interest of the Miller estate in the firm of 
W. M. Miller & Co. Upto the time the sale was concluded, the 
mystery abont the note had not been solved. After the papers were 
executed and delivered, Leavenworth and the other partner, Beers, 

and the bookkeeper, hunted up the old checks with which the note 
purported to have been paid, and found that, although appearing 
on the stub of the check book as drawn to Hetty S. Miller, they were 
in fact drawn by W. M. Miller, signing the firm name to his own 
order, indorsed by him, and the money drawao by him. When the 
estate of W. M. Miller was distributed in the orphans’ court, the 
firm of W. M. Miller & Co. presented a claim for the amount of 
money drawn out of the firm assets by W. M. Miller ostensibly 
to pay a firm debt to Hetty 8S. Miller, his wife, but which was really 
appropriated to his own use. The proof clearly established the fact, 
and it was not denied, that W. M. Miller had taken this money. The 
note was found ,among his private papers, and some interest pay- 
ments had been made by him personally after the note appeared on 
the books as paid, which seemed to indicate that he expected to as- 
sume the debt to his wife, and pay it himself; but of that, and of 
the whole matter, his partners had no knowledge. The claim of the 
firm on the estate was resisted by the wife on the ground that, in 
making her price for her interest to Leavenworth, the amount of the 
note had been deducted from the share of Miller, as it appeared on 
the book of the firm; and a statement was presented, which was 
claimed to show the way in which the sum she took for her interest 
was finally arrived at. Mr. Leavenworth showed that he had no 
knowledge of the paper, or of her method of arriving at the price 
she finally took; that he offered a round sum, which he advanced by 
degrees, until finally a sum satisfactory to both was arrived at, viz., 
$18,800, and in addition the $1,300 represented by the note. The bill 
of sale and the contract of the heirs and Carr undertook to con- 
vey to Leavenworth “all right, title, interest, claim, and demand 
of the said parties of the first, second and third parts in the ae 
stock, credits, good will, debts, and claims in the firm of W. M. 
Miller & Co., being two-thirds of the whole partuership, including 
herein both the interests of said Carr and the said Miller estate in 
said firm, and the debts due by said firm to the W. M. Miller estate 
and to Geo. N. Carr.” The firm name remained the same. 


Henry W. Palmer, for appellant. G. R. Bedford, for appellee 
Hetty 8S. Miller. C. D. Foster, for appellee Sophia A. Miller. 


GREEN, J. As it seems to us, this case is quite free of difficulty. 
It cannot be douvted, and is not questioned, that \Mr. Leavenworth 
was bound to pay the debt of $1,300 due to Mrs. Henry S. Miller. 
By his contract of purchase, he agreed to pay, not only the whole 
of the purchase mouey for the interest of W. M. Miller in the firm, 
but also the debts of the firm. While it was supposed, when the 
negotiations commenced, that this debt had been paid, before they 
were completed Mrs. Miller announced that it had not been paid 
and insisted upon its payment; and thereupon Leavenworth agreed 
to pay it, and subsequently did so. After the transaction was closed. 
it was discovered that the checks, which on the stubs of the tirm’s 
check book had been entered as being drawn directly to Mrs. Miller, 
were in fact drawn by W. M. Miller to his own order, and not to the 
order of his wife, and further, that he had drawn the money from 
bank himself. While it is not at all probable that he did this with 
any fraudulent purpose, but really intended to give the money to 
his wife, yet in fact he did not do so, and died betore he carried out 
his intention; if it was to that effect. His situition, therefore, at 
the time of his death, with reference to this matter, was that, hav- 
ing taken this money himself, and not having charged his account 
with 1t, he was a debtor to the firm to that extent. He owed the 
firm the money, and the firm, therefore, had a right to be paid the 
amount of that debt out of his estate. Nosuch payment was ever 
made, and therefore she claimed it from the estate, before the 
auglitor. They were certainly entitled to it, unless, in some way, 
they had lost the right to haveit. Itis now contended, as it was 
in the court below, and before the auditor, that because Mrs. Miller, 
in fixing the amount fur which she was willing to sell out her part 
of her husband’s interest in the firm, estimated the assets of the 
firm, and her husband’s share of them, by deuucting trom his credit 
account of $29,971.08 the sum of $1,300 claimed to have been received 
by him, therefore the subject should be treated by the auditor and 
court with the same effect as if he bad paid the money to the firm. 
But we cannot regard this as a sound contention—First, because it 
is of no consequence how Mrs. Miller arrived at the sum which she 
was willing to accept tor her share of her husband’s interest; and, 
Secondly, because, in point of fact, Mr. Miller’s debt to the firm on 





this account never was paid. The tact that he had received the 
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money himself was not discovered until after his death, and after 
the sale of his interest had been made, the bill of sale signed, and 
possession delivered. Moreover, it was sot Mrs. Miller who made 
the sale and received the purchase money, but the People’s Bank of 
Wilkes Barre, as administrator of her husband. It is true an agree- 
ment was made between Mrs. Sophia A. Miller, the mother, Mrs. 
Hetty S. Miller, the wife of W. M. Miller, and George N. Carr, 
another member of the firm, all of the one part, and F. J. Leaven- 
worth, of the other part, for the sale of the interests of W. M. Miller 
and George N. Carr in the firm to F. J. Leavenworth at private sale. 
But the consideration ot that agreement was $43,800, of which $9,000 
was to be paid to Carr and the remaining sum, of $34,800, was to be 
paid to the mother and widow in the proportion of $16,000 to the 
mother and $18,800 to the widow. In that agreement it was ex- 
pressly recited that the “‘said Miller had a credit on the books of 
said firm, individually, of the sum of $26,971.08,” which was in ad- 
dition to his one-half interest in the firm; so that the parties made 
their agreement on the basis that the whole sum of $26,971.08 was 
the true amount of the credit of W. M. Miller on the firm books, 
and not that amount reduced by the sum of $1,300, which Miller 
owed the firm. The agreement of all the parties was in writing, 
signed and sealed by them all, and the bill of sale or transfor of 
Miller’s interest was also in writing. signed and sealed by the 
People’s Bank of Wilkes Barre, as his administrator. Both of these 
agreements were literally carried out and fully executed, by the pay- 
ment of the w hole amount of the pur. hase money, $43,800, by Mr. Lea- 
venworth, and its receipt and distribation to the parties entitled ; 
in all of these transactions, the debt due by Miller to the firm was 
not paid or provided for. Mr. Leavenworth succeeded to the rights 
of the firm, to the extent of his interest therein, and one of those 
rights was the right to have W. M. Miller’s estate pay the debt of 
$1,300 which he undoubtedly owed to the firm at tle time of his 
death. We think the auditor and court below fell into error in mis- 
conceiving the real question at issue. They seem to think that be- 
cause Mr. Leavenworth was not misled or deceived as to the exist- 
ence of the debt of the firm to Mrs. Miller, and because there was 
no fraud or imposition practiced upon him in that regard, the claim 
of the firm to have this debt paid out of Miller’s estate cannot be en- 
tertained, because it would be changing the written contract of the 
parties, which cannot be done, because no fraud, mistake, or imposi- 
tion has been shown. But that is not the question. The claim of 
the firm does not require any change in that contract, but, rather, 
its enforcement according to its terms. The onl, question is, did 
Miller owe the firm this debt, and has it been paid? It is not dis- 
emg that he owed it, and it certainly has not been paid, and there- 
ore it should be paid now out of his estate. The decree of the court 
below is reversed, at the cost of the appellee, and the record is re- 
mitted, with instructions to make distribution of the fund in accord- 
ance with this opinion. 


ROUGH NOTES. 


A CURIOUS case is soon to be brought before the courts. Over 
forty years ago ex-Senator C. C. Merritt of Springfield, Mass., at 
that time living in Templeton, loaned his friend, George Simons, 
$125 to pay his passage to California, taking as his only security a 
$500 life insurance policy. 

A few years later Simons was arrested, tried, convicted and 
hung for murder. As the policy, like other documents of this kind, 
had a special provision against payment in case the insured was 
executed by due process of law, no demand was ever made. It is 
now reported that a man who died recently in California confessed 
on his deathbed that he committed the murder for which Simons 
was hung. If this can be proved, Mr. Merritt will bring suit for the 
amount ot the policy. 














THE court of errors and appeals of New Jersey, recently handed 
down a decision which is of importance to all railroad travellers. 

The case was that of the Pennsylvania Railroad against Henry 
Parry. Parry had an excursion ticket from Mount Holly to River- 
ton and was obliged to change cars at Burlington Station and wait 
half an hour. He left his train at Mount Holly Junction and walked 
half a mile to Burlivgton Station, where he caught another train for 
Riverton, which was behiud time, but which would get him home 
abead of the regular connecting train. He was ejected from the 
train for stopping off en route, and sued the company. He won, and 
the case was carried to the court of errors, where the decision was 
reversed by a vote of 10 to 4. 





. 


THE supreme court of Massachusetts has dismissed an informa- 
tion brought by the Attorney-General v. the Old Colony Railroad 
to compel it to sell mileage tickets to all who apply for them and to 
redeem all such tickets presented by any other railroad corporation. 
The court says: 

“Tf the legislature cannot constitutionally require a railroad 
company to transport a passenger unless the fare is paid in advance, 
we have no doubt that the delivery of a mileage ticket issued by 
another corporation is not in itself a payment of the fare.” 

The most formidable objections to the statute are that it au- 
thorizes one railroad to determine the conditions on which another 
railroad must carry passengers, and compels one railroad to carry 








passengers on the credit of another. A carrier can have no lien on 
the passenger to secure payment of the fare, and must of necessity 
collect the fare in advance or trust to the credit of the passenger or 
of some other person. 

Judges Lathrop and Barker agree that the necessary effect of 
the statute is to apply and appropriate individual property to a 
public use without the owner’s consent and without legal provision 
for a reasonable compensation therefor, and for this reason the stat- 
ute is void. A majority of the court are of opinion that the peti- 
tion should be dismissed. . Judge Knowlton writes a dissenting 
opinion, in which Judge Holmes concurs. 





PHOTOGRAPHY played an important part in a suit lately on trial 
in the United States district court at Cincinnati. The suit is one of 
long standing, involving the title to one thousand five hundred acres 
of valuable farm lands It is based on a deed made nearly seventy- 
five years ago by the owners of the land, and turns on the point 
whether the deed had five signatures or only four. In order to test 
this question it was decided to have the deed photographed, and the 
clerk of the court was ordered to give the matter his personal su- 
pervision. For that purpose it was taken to Washington and sub- 
mitted to an expert photographer of that city. The original deed, 
discolored and yellow with age, showed traces of four signatures 
and a space where there might have been a fifth, but no trace of it. 
lhe photographing was done in the presence of the clerk of the 
court, who refused to let the deed go out of his sight. The negative 
revealed traces of the missing signature, and when it was enla: ged 
ten times the entire name became as plain as when first written. 
The court pronounced the evidence conclusive, and the result will 
be the reversal of a former decision and a change in the ownership 
of the land. 





A NOVEL question of law is soon to be passed on by the Mass- 
achusetts supreme court. It is this: Has a milkman the right to 
wake up a customer in order to present a bill? In other words, is 
he technically guilty of an assault? The defendant had been accus- 
tomed to leave milk at an early hour at the plaintifi’s house. At in- 
tervals he had entered the plaintifi’s sleeping room for the purpose 
of collecting his bill while the debtor was in bed. The evidence 
does not show that the plaintiff was reluctant to settle the claims 
against him. The method of collection was merely a usage to 
which he submitted. Kut after a while he grew tired of it, and no- 
tified the milkman to discontinue the practice. One morning, how- 
ever, the defendant, wanting his money and not finding the plain- 
tiff up, made his way again to the room, and aroused plaintiff by 
shaking his shoulder. Then the defendant presented his bill. It 
happened that the customer had just fallen asleep after a night of 
sickness, and he showed his resentment by bringing suit for assault 
against his creditor. The lower court entered judgment for the de- 
fendant, but the plaintiff is not satistied, and wishes it to be settled 
once for all whether a milkman can awaken a customer and demand. 
that he cancel a debt at an unseemly hour. 





THE attorney-general of [Illinois has prepared an opinion touch- 
ing the management of building associations in that State which 
will be of general interest. He decides: 

First, building associations cannot loan their funds to other cor- 
porations of this State, taking security of their realty. (Other law- 
yers hold differently. ) 

Second, building associations cannot issue stock fully paid up 
und pay interest on profits thereon. 

Third, to allow building associations to take advance payments 
on their stock and pay interest thereon would be to permit them to 
violate both the letter and the spirit of the law to which they 
owe their existence. 

Fourth, building associations cannot lawfully borrow money. 

Fifth, directors of associations cannot be paid even a nominal 
fee for attending meetings. 

sixth, the expenses of a committee in valuing real estate offered 
as security for loans may properly be paid by the association. 

In reply to the inquiries, ‘‘ Can building associations collect or 
deduct from the monthly installments a fund for the payment of ex- 
penses, the same to cover salaries or commissions to agents, clerks, 
etc.,” and ‘‘can membership fees be utilized for the payment of com- 
missions to agents,” the attorney-general says: 

The law only provices for the payment of asalary to a secretary 
and for certain other fees to be paid auditing committees. I recog- 
nize the fact that in order to carry on the business of such associa- 
tions they will of necessity incur expenses in so doing. The law not 
having subscribed the mode and manner of creating a fund for liqui- 
dating such expense, it is necessary to see what reasonable con- 
strution should be given the law in order to meet such emergencies. 
There can be no doubt that office rent, furniture, stationary, fuel, 
clerk hire, would be reasonable expenses and should be liquidated. 
From what source must the money come to defray them? 1 think it 
should come in the first instance out of the profits of the association. 
In no event should the monthly dues be applied to such uses until 
other sources are exhausted, as they are intended as payments on 
stock. The objection tv allowing membership fees to be applied to 
paying commissions to agents is that thereby a fund created for a 
special purpose and which, under certain circumstances, may be- 
come necessary to be applied to the liquidation of other expenses as 
well as such commissions. 
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SYLLABI—DIGEST, 


Important Point of Interest to Com 
the Latest Current Cases decided by 
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ACCORD AND SATISFACTION, 

That liability on an insurance policy was disputed, furnishes 
sufficient consideration for a compromise and release. Les- 
son v. Massachusetts Ben, Ass’n, (Super. N. Y.) 23 N.Y. Supp. 
294. 

ACCOUNT STATED. 

An — is none the less such because the debtor agrees to pay the 
amount conceded to be due at a future day, after he does 
other acts. Baird v. Crank, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 63. 

In action on — defendant cannot insist that he promised to pay 
in the future, after performing other acts, and that per- 
formance thereof does . ot appear, unless he interposes such 
defense. Same case. 

AGENCY.—See Principal and Agent. 
APPEAL.—See also Error. 

Contention that verdict is without support in the evidence, can- 
not be maintained when the explicit and consistent testi- 
mony of one witness sustains it, even though several wit- 
nesses as explicitly testify to the contrary. Taylor v. Jones, 
(N. D.) 55 N. W. Rep. 593. 

Demurrer, though stricken out, constitutes part of judgment 
roll. Davis v. Honey Lake Water Co. (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 
270. 

But will not be considered on — where rulings thereon are 
shown only in bill of exceptions, but will be presumed 
to have been abandoned. Heard v. Hicks, (Ala.) 13 So. 
Rep. 256. 

In action by creditor to recover a claim alleged to be owing his 
debtor and assigned to him, where debtor does not testify, 
and defendant denies liability, judgment for latter will not 
be disturbed. Williamsv. Pettit, (Ky.) 22S. W. Rep. 919. 

Justi‘ e of peace will not be permitted to amend his return on— 
so as to absolutely contradict original return, unless it ap- 
pears he was induced by fraud to sign a false returo. Ben- 
nett v. Taylor, (Sup.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 1094; 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 
504. 

Objection to answer cannot be first raised on—. Perry v. Erie 
Transfer Co., (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 878; 53 N. Y. 
S. Rep. 136. 
Nor, that a juror was served “ without being selected by 

the court, or summoned by the sheriff.” Short v. Com- 
monwealth, (Va.) 178. E Rep. 786. 

Nor, that the legal and equitable issues on a summary pro- 
ceeding for unlawful detainer were tried together. 
Diggs v. Porteus, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 447. 

Order of general term oe order of special term granting 
plaintiff in divorce proceedings, leave to dismiss, is not re- 
viewable. Moore v. Moore, (N. Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 373; 
53 N. Y. S. Rep. 301. 
Nor, order of trial court, setting aside judgment rendered 

therein by default, unless it appears there was abuse of 
discretion, City of New York v. Smith, (N. Y. App.) 34 
N. k. Rep. 400. 

Order made by judge within his circuit, which he is authorized 
to make as a court or judge, will be presumed to be made 
by the court, unless it clearly appears from the order that 
it was intended to be the order of the judge and not of the 
court. Evans v. Bradley, (S. D.) 55 N. W. Rep. 721. 

Person, not a party to action, against whom a decree is entered, 
has a right to have it reversed, as to him, on—. Adams v. 
Adams, (N. J. Err. & App.) 28 Atl. Rep. 903. 

Questions concerning judgment of non-suit, ordered at circuit, 
must be presented by bill of exceptions, and stipulation by 
counsel is insufficient for the purpose. Robbins v. Vander- 

beck, (N. J. Err. & App.) 26 Atl. Rep. 919. 
Questions of fact cannot be reviewed by appellate court in ab- 
sence of bill of exceptions. Siate v. Pierce, (Kan.) 33 Pac. 
Rep. 368. 
Nor, in absence of certificate that all evidence is in the re- 
cord. Seligman v. Hahn, (City Ct. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 

969; 53 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 534. 
Reversal of a judgment places the parties where they stood at 
the first trial, and any objection, predicable then, of the in- 
sufficiency of the complaint or proof, is available on second 
trial. Devlin v. City of New York, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N, Y. 


Rulings on admission of evidence will not be reviewed unless 
evidence is shown by bill of exceptions, or is made to ap- 
pear in statement of facts. Saul v. Frame, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
22 8. W. Rep. 984. 

Sufficiency of evidence cannot be reviewed, in absence of excep- 
tion to the refusal to direct verdict. Paige v. Chedsey,(Com. 
Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 879; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 190. 

Supreme court will not reverse a judgment on — because of the 
pendency, in federal court, of a motion to remand the cause 
to such court. Phoenix Ins. Co. v. Summerfield, (Miss.) 13 
So. Rep. 253. 

That which supreme court may do, the court of appeals may, 
on —, order to be done. Fischer v. Blank, (N. Y. App.) 

N. E. Rep. 397; 53 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 293. 

To entitle party to a review by general term of New York su- 
preme court, of a judgment rendered on ae excep- 
tions, re quests, or findings are not necessary. Nutting v. 
Atwood, (Super. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 816; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 
152. 

Where two cases on —, totally different, are set down and ar- 
gued together, whereby court may have been mislead, a re- 
hearing of each should be granted. Moore v. S. C. Forsaith 
Mach. Co., (8. C.) 178. E. Rep. 724. 

Will be dismissed on short record and judgment affirmed, where 
transcript is not filed within time required by law, and suf- 
ficient excuse for failure is not shown. Thompson v. Me- 
Donald, (Wash.) 33 Pac. Rep. 347. 

And, on motion therefor, where appellant neglects to file 

points and authorities as required by rule 8. Jrimmier 
v. Thomson, (8. C.) 17 8. E. Rep. 782. 

Will lie from judgmeut entered on refusal of defendant to plead 
further, after overruling of his demurrer to the complaint. 
Farris v. Henderson, (Okl1 ) 33 Pac. Rep. 380. 

Will not lie from order requiring bill of particulars to be made 
more specific. Van Zandt v. 8. H. Wood Produce Co., (Minn.) 
55 N. W. Rep. 863. 

Nur, under Hill’s Code § 535, from order dissolving attach- 
ment, when no judgment has been rendered in main ac- 
tion. Van Voorhees v. Taylor, (Ore.) 33 Pac. Rep. 380. 

CHATTEL MORTGAGE, See Mortgage. 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

A law framed in general terms is not made special by fact that 
it excepts another general law from its operation. State v. 
Haring, (N. J. Err. & App ) 26 Atl. Rep. 915. 

Provisions of act of congress passed in exercise of its constitu- 
tional authority, must prevail even if they contravene the 
express stipulations of an earlier treaty. Tong Yue Ping v. 
United States, 13 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1016; Wong Quan v. Same, Id; 
Lee Joev. Same, 1d. 

Statutes which change the rule as to parties necessary to the 
determination of controversy may take effect upon prior as 
well as subsequent contracts, and actions alising thereon. 
Tompkins v. Forrestal, (Minn ) 55 N. W. Rep. 813. 

Supreme court is not authorized in response to legislative in- 
quiry, to pass upon constitutionality of a statute already 
enacted. Jn re University Fund, (Colo. Sup ) 33 Pac. Rep. 
415. 

CONTRACT. 

Action may be maintained for breach of promise to indorse, 
made upon sufficient consideration. Birdsell Mfg. Co. v. 
Brown, ( Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 801. 

Agreement between two real estate agents representing differ- 
ent principals, to divide commissions in case they effected 
a sale or exchange between. their respective principals, is 
void as against public policy. Levy v. Spencer, (Colo. Sup.) 
33 Pac. Rep. 415. 

In such case, fact that sale was effected at valuation each 
principal had set on his property with agent, will not 
give validity to the agreement. Same case. 

In action for contiact price of manufacturing and hay ging door 
and window screens, it is no defense that the screens were 
not properly hung, where work was performed as directed 
by detendant. Hogg v. Jackson § Sharp Co., (Md.) 26 Atl. 
Rep. 869. 

Where defendant agreed to so alter the window sash that 
the screens could be properly hung but failed to do so, 
fact that such agreement was independant of the writ- 
ten contract will not defeat recovery. Same case. 


CORPORATION. 

A power of attorney signed in blank isa “ written power,” 
within meaning of St. 1884, c. 829, providing that stock may 
be transferred by delivery with a written power of attorney 
to transfer same. Andrews v. W. N. § R. R. Co., (Mass.) 33 
N. E. Rep. 1109. 

General notice to directors, of a meeting, not specifying busi- 
ness to be transacted, is sufficient to authorize the transac- 
tion of the ordinary affairs of the —. In re Argus Co., (N. 
Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 388; Cassidy v. Manning, Id. 

In proceedings by crediiors to have a — declared insolvent, it 
may be shown by parol evidence in what county the — has 
its place of business. Creditors v. Consumers’ Lumber Co., 





Supp. 888; 53 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 455. 


(Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 196. 
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It is not unlawful per se for a number of persons, by previous 
agreement, to buy stock of a — to control its policy, elect 
its officers, etc. Bettman v. Steiner, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 87. 

Officer of —, performing service therefor without the scope of 
his official duties, under special request from the —, may 
recover therefor as though he held no office. Sargent v. 
Sargent Granite Co., (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 886. 

Secretary and general manager, may assign accounts under a 
general authorization. Adoption of special authorized res- 
olution is unnecessary. Fuller v. Arnold, (Cal.) 33 Pac.Rep. 
445, 

Stock though originally issued by the — without consideration 
is not necessarily void. Beitman v. Steiner, Supra. 

Where charter or by-laws fix time and place at which regular 
meetings shall be held, this, is itself sufficient notice to 

stockholders. No further notice is necessary. Morrill v. 

Little Falls Mfg. Co., (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 547. 


COSTS. 


Counsel fees should not be allowed out of an estate, on an un- 
successful contest of a will by testator’s heirs. West v. Place, 
(Sup.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 1089. 

In replevin by mortgagee against mortgagor to recover mort- 
gaged chattels, where it appears the mortgage was given to 
secure a usurious loan, defendant can recover — though 
verdict is in plaintiff’s favor. Rodgers v. Graham, (Neb.) 55 
N. W. Rep. 243. 

May be taxed for witnesses who attend court and testity on trial 
without service of a subpoena. Christensen v. Union Trunk 
Line, (Wash.) 32 Pac. Rep. 1018. 

Motion to retax — on appeal which gives no notice of the par- 
ticular items objected to, is too indefinite. Bellingham Bay 
§ B.C. R. Co. v. Strand, (Wash.) 32 Pac. Rep. 782. 

On an accounting between partners, an extra allowance to 
plaintiff of $2,000 will be set aside as exorbitant where 
amount found due him was less than $900. Hagenbuckle v. 
Schultz, (Sup.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 611; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 598. 

On petition for distributive share of an estate, when some heirs 
were not responsible for the resulting contest, — should not 
be taxed against the estate as a whole; and claimants if 
successful should not be assessed with —. In re Leonard’s 
Estate, (Colo. App.) 32 Pac. Rep. 984. 

Order consolidating two actions containing no reservation of 
right to tax — of the discontinued suits, successful party in 
consolidated action can tax only the — of that action His- 
cox v. New Yorker Staats Zeitung, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. 
Supp. 682; 23 Civil Proc. R. 87; 52N. Y. S. Rep. 212. 

Where cause, improperly removed to federal court is remanded 
by supreme court to be remanded to State court, the — are 
cast on party applying for removal. Cates v. Allen, 13 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 883. 

Where a — bill is duly filed, objections thereto filed five months 
thereatter came too late in absence of reasonable excuse for 
failure to file within the two days allowed by law. Hislop 
v. Moldenhauer, (Ore.) 32 Pac. Rep. 1026. 

Where defendant never claimed title to and ownership of the 
land described in the complaint, but was in possession of a 
small part thereof, a plea of disclaimer by him was not sus- 
tained, and plaintiff was entitled to—. Buxbaum v. Mc- 
Carley, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 5. 

Will not be allowed either party where all parties appeal and 
the judgment is affirmed. Smith v. Savin, (Sup.) 23 N. Y. 
Supp. 568; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 378. 

Will not be allowed where court, on own motion, strikes matter 
from affidavit filed in proceeding before the court. People v. 
Murray, (Super. N. Y.) 22 N. Y. Supp. 1051; 23 Civil Proc. 
R. 53. 


COURTS. 


Jurisdiction cannot be conferred by the consent or admissions 
of a defendant, where evidence shows the court has no ju- 
risdiction of subject matter. Perry v. Erie Transfer Co., 
(Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 878; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 136. 

Where amount claimed to be duv in suit on a note with 10 per 
cent. attorney’s fee, as per note, is beyond court’s jurisdic- 
tion, plaintiff cannnot, while setting up claim for the fee, 
reduce it in amount to bring action within jurisdiction. 
Burke v. Adone, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 S. W. Rep. 824. 

FEDERAL.—Circuit court has jurisdiction, as between citizens 
of different States, of the administration of assets of de- 
ceased persons, such assets being within their territorial 
jurisdiction. Comstock v. Herron, (Cir. Ct. App.) 55 Fed. 
Rep. £03; Barr v. Same, Id. 

And, in suit against trustee under a will for an accounting 
and distribution, court erred in remitting the case to 
State probate court for taking of accounts. Same cage. 

Practice of State court in opening decrees by default after 
term at which they became absolute, will not be ob- 
served in —, under Rev. St. § 914, requiring practice of 
—to conform to that of State courts, only in “ civil 
cases other than equity causes.” Austin v. Riley, (Cir. 
Ct.) 55 Fed. Rep. 833. , 

Requirement that one party shall be citizen of State where 





suit is brought (Acts Mch. 3, 1887, and Aug. 13, 1888) 








cannot be waived by consent or by appearing and 
pleading to merits, although the parties are corpora- 
tions organized in different States, and one has its prin- 
cipal place of business in State and district where suit 
is brought. Central Trust Co. of N. Y. v. Virginia, T. § 

C. Steel & Iron Co., (Cir. Ct.) 55 Fed. Rep. 769. 
STATE.—Appellate court has no jurisdiction of appeal from 
judgment of circuit court in proceeding to widen a street, 
commenced before a city council, and taken by appeal to 
such circuit court. Rissing v. City of Ft. Wayne, (Ind. App.) 

34 N. E. Rep. 453. 

Supreme court has jurisdiction of appeal in action to abate 
nuisance where damages sought to be recovered are but 
incidental. American Furniture Co. v. Town of Bates- 
ville, (Ind App ) 34 N. E. Rep. 410. ° 

Wilfully and maliciously or cruelly maiming a horse being 
a misdemeanor, (Rev. St. 1889, § 3621) supreme court of 
Missouri has not jurisdiction of appeal from conviction 
thereof. State v. Nicholsen, (Mo. sup.) 22 8. W. Rep. 
804. 

DAMAGES. 


In action against railroad company for killing of a bull, evi- 
dence of the blood and excellence of the sire and dam of the 
animal killed are admissible, but cannot fix its market 
= Richmond § D. R. Co. v. Chandler, (Miss.) 13 So.Rep. 

ip 

In action for breach of contract to carry cotton from Savannah 
to Bremen, via Baltimore, evidence as to price of cotton at 
Baltimore was properly excluded, since the —if any was 
the value of the cotton at Bremen, place of delivery. Laz- 
ard v. Merchants § Miners’ Transp. Co., (Md.) 26 Atl. Rep. 
897. 


EQUITY. 


A deed may be reformed, where married woman fails to join her 
husband therein, through the ill advice of a notary, that it 
is not necessary, to effect the purpose of the parties. Whit- 
more v. Hay, (Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 708. 

Bill of review for errors apparent on face of decree, filed within 
two months after entry of decree, is in apt time. Brunschke 
v. Der Nord Chibago Schuetzen Verein, (Ill. Sup.) 34 N. E. 
Rep. 417. 

Deed will not be set aside for mutual mistake in description, 
where defendant evidently believed he was purchasing the 
lands described, and paid full consideration therefor. Darl- 
ing v. Jewell, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 610. 

Defendant electing to abide by his demurrer, it is within court’s 
discretion, on overruling same, to render a decree without 
ruling defencant to answer. Bruschke v. Der Nord Chicago 
Schuetzen Verein, Supra. 

General demurrer to a bill in — must be overruled unless it ap- 
pears that on no possible state of the evidence could a de- 
cree be made Failey v. Talbee, (Cir. Ct.) 55 Fed. Rep. 892. 

Omission from the prayer for proce-s of subpoena, of the names 
of some of the defendants named in the introductory of the 
bill, is a violation of — rule 23 and a fatal defect. Goebel 
v. American Railway Supply Co., (Cir. Ct.) 55 Fed. Rep. 825; 
Same v. Goldmann, [d. 

Sale of land will not be rescinded at suit of purchaser’s heirs, 
for alleged mistake in representations as to its boundaries, 
where, there being some uncertainty as to their location, 
the vendor reduced the price to settle the dispute. McCor- 
mick v. Jones, (Ky.) 22S. W. Rep. 881. 

Where order ha, been entered that bill be taken for confessed 
defendant, even if he has entered appearance, is not entitled 
to notice of subsequent application for final decree, when 
such application is made in open court. Austin v. Riley, 
(Cir. Ct.) 55 Fed. Rep. 833. 

Wife who had joined husband in execution of mortgage on his 
land, and who, although present at sale under fureclosure, 
made no claim for dower, is estopped, in an action against 
purchaser at said sale, begun seven years thereafter, from 
setting up a claim to dower. Schweitzer v. Wagner, (Ky.) 
22 S. W. Rep. 883. 


ERROR.—See also Appeal. 


It is — for court to strike out an answer at the trial. Moss v. 
Witteman, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23. N. Y. Supp. 854; 53 N. Y. S. 
Rep. 71. 

And to compel plaintiff to elect one count in declaration 
and to strike out all others, as he has a right to join all 
causes of action in one declaration, if he could recover 
on each in separate suits in same form of action. Ran- 
dall v. Gartner, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 843. 

But not, to allow amendment to answer setting up sep- 
arate defense when case is called for trial, where 
facts in amendment are nearly same as those in the 
answer, and plaintiff does not ask delay because of 
the amendment. Richardson v. Wallace, (8S. C.) 17 
8. E. Rep. 725. 

Sustaining of demurrer to special plea, if —, is harmless, where 
defendant has full benefit of same defense under his other 
pleas. Richmond § D. R. Co. v. Hissong, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 209. 
So, too, — in refusing to dismiss complaint on plaintiti’s 
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evidence, is cured by subsequent introduction of testi- 
mony supplying defect. Myersv Cohen, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 
23 N. Y. Supp. 996; 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 223. 

So, too, exclasion of evidence which has already been given 
by the witness. Heermance v. Bridgman. (Super. N. Y.) 
23 N. Y. Supp. 1058; 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 523. 

So, too, admitting evidence, conclusively appearing to have 
been innoxious, and that could have worked no prejudice 
to objecting party. State v. McGahey, (N. D.) 55 N. W. 
Rep. 753. 

So, too, where —in the charge to jury is, in view of the 
evidence, merely abstract. Goldstein v. Cook, (Tex. Civ. 

pp ) 22S. W. Rep. 762. 

ASSIGNMENT OF—Calling in question correctness of court’s 
findings, is of no avail when it specifies no particular find- 
ings, but is applicable alike to several. Dillemand v. Swen- 
son, (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 815. 

General — directed against a charge is in violation of Code 
§ 3207 and will not be considered. Shroeder v. Webster, 
(Iowa) 55 N. W. Rep. 569. 

In overruling defendant’s general and special exceptions to 
the petition is too general to present any question except 
as to sufficiency of petition on general demurrer. Brown 
v. Durham, (Tex. Civ. App ) 22S. W. Rep. 868. 

Objection that verdict is against the law is not sufficient to 
raise the point that plaintiff was guilty of contributory 
negligence. Crowley v. Strouse, (Cal ) 33 Pac. Rep. 456. 

That the court erred in overruling defendant’s motion for 
new trial, because the great weight of evidence is against 
the verdict, is too general. Campbell v. Reagan, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 22 S. W. Rep. 824. 

That ‘‘the court erred in sustaining claimant’s objection to 
questions showing fraudulent intent of [the debtor] in 
disposing of goods. Pages 62 and 63,” is too general to 
require review, where there are a number of questions 
on the pages to which the court sustained objections. 
H. B. Claflin Co. v. Rodenberg, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 272. 

ESTOPPEL. 

Creditor of vendor is estopped to assert that sale was fraudulent 
where, with knowledge of the purchaser’s claim of title, he 
makes a contract with latter to do certain work on the 
property for the benefit of the purchaser, for which he is 
paid. Geilerv Littlefield, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 
869; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 199. 

Mere fact that the owner of property has intrusted the possession 
of it to another, will not estop him from asserting his own- 
ership against one who purchases from the bailee in the be 
lief that such bailee was owner. Baker v. Taylor, (Minn.) 55 
N. W. Rep. 823. 

Must be especially pleaded to be available as a defense. Walker 
v. Baxter, (Wash.) 33 Pac. Rep. 426. 

Where land belongs to a wife, the fact that she, as administra- 
trix of her husband, returned said land as assets of his es- 
tate, is immaterial, and does not estop her tc claim it as her 
own. Baker v. Brickell, 87 Cal 329 followed. Whelan v. 
Brickell, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 396. 

EVIDENCE. 

Affidavits previously made by witnesses stating same matters as 
those testified to, are not admissible to corroborate present 
testimony. Loomisv. N. Y., N. H. § H. R. Co., (Mass.) 34 
N. E. Rep. 82. 

American Tables of Mortality are admissible, in action by rail- 
road empleyee against company for personal injuries, to 
show plaintiff’s expectancy of life. L. & N. R. Co. v. Hurt, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 130. 

Being sufficient to sustain a verdict for plaintiff, court should 
not grant a non-suit. Felts v. Clapper, (Sup.) 23 N. Y. 
Supp. 508. 

But a non-suit is proper where the contrary appears. Stern- 
bergh v. Chickies Iron Co., (Pa. Sup.) 26 Atl. Rep. 812. 

Copies of records of district court are not admissible where 
clerk’s certificate thereto is not authenticated by seal of that 
court. McCarthy v. Burtis, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 8S. W. Rep. 
422. 

In action to compel reconveyance of land procured by fraud, and 
for inadequate price, — as to salable value of land at time 
of trial, two years after the conveyance to defendant, is in- 
admissi' le. Leggat v. Leggat, (Mont.) 33 Pac. Rep. 5. 

In such case — as to value of land several years previous to 
the conveyance and that it had not since depreciated is, 
in effect, — as to its value at time of the transaction and 
admissible. Same case. 

In action to recover property levied on as that of another, it is 
proper, on cross-examination, to question plaintiff in regard 
to his admissions to third parties, touching the ownership 
of the property in question. Olson v. Sivenson, (Minn.) 55 
N. W. Rep. 596. 

In such action — of declarations of such third parties, not 
pacties to the suit, respecting the ownership, is inad- 
missible though they are in possession of the property. 
Same case. 

In intervention by creditors, in attachment suit, — is inadmis- 
sible on their part to show that the debt underlying the ac- 











tion is fictitious, and that attachment was sued out by col- 

lusion between plaintiff and defendant. Desmond v. Levy, 

(Miss.) 12 So. Rep. 481. 

Also, — of contents of letter to prove a contract, is inadmis- 
sible where letter itself is not produced, nor its loss 
satisfactorially accounted for. Rumbaugh v. Southern 
Imp. Co., (N. C.) 178. E. Rep. 536. 

One who has been conductor of electric street car for two months 
is competent to testify within what distance such a car, go- 
ing at a specified rate of speed, can be stopped. Watson v. 
Minneapolis St. Ry. Co., (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 742. 

One who bas witnessed a person’s acts, appearance, and speech, 
may express an opinion as to whether he was intoxicated. 
McKillop v. Duluth St. Ry. Co., (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 739. 

Testimony taken at a former trial, may be read in — where wit- 
ness is confined to bed by illness at time of subsequent trial. 
Perrin v. Wells, (Pa. Sup.) 26 Atl. Rep. 543. 

To permit expert to state what steps he would take in a given 
case, is not predjudicial error, if questions do not refer to 
any matter in dispute, but are merely introductory. Hewitt 
v. Hisenhart, (Neb.) 55 N. W. Rep. 252. 

When — is conflicting on question whether a certain price was 
orally agreed to be paid for certain work, — of the value of 
the work is admissible. Saunders v. Gallagher, (Minn.) 55 
N. W. Rep. 600. 

Where witness testifies as expert, jury must know on what he 
bases his opinion, as an expert, but he must assume hypo- 
thetical facts when he tells jury his conclusions. Price v. 
Richmond § D. R. Co., (S. C.) 17 8. E. Rep. 732. 

EXCEPTIONS, BILL OF. 

Must contain the evidence, in order to secure review, on ap- 
peal, of ruling on its admission. Saul v. Frame, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 22 8S. W. Rep. 984. 

Also must contain questions concerning judgment of non- 
suit, ordered at circuit. Stipulation by counsel is in- 
efficient for the purpose. Robbins v. Vanderbeck, (N. J. 
Err. & App.) 26 Atl. Rep. 919. 

Questions of fact cannot be reviewed by appellate court in ab- 
sence of —. State v. Pierce, (Kan.) 33 Pac. Rep. 368. ° 

Under Code Civil Proe. § 647, providing that an order striking 
out a pleading wi!l be deemed to have been excepted to, an 
exception to an order striking out a demurrer is unnecessary. 
Davis v. Honey Lake Water Co., (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 270. 

Where, in an assignment of error, it is claimed that evidence 
was improperly received, the evidence complained of must 
be set out inthe—. Gulf, C. § 8. F. Ry. Co. v. Day, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 22S W. Rep. 772. 

EXEMPTIONS. 

In Alabama, an adopted child, as a natural one, is entitled, dur- 
ing minority. to an exemption in the homestead of her 
adopted parent Cofer r. Scroggins, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 115. 

Judgment debtor’s right to exemption under Code Civil Proc. 
§§ 522, 523, is not dependent upon mere intent with which 
itis claimed. Kriesel v. Eddy, (Neb.) 55 N. W. Rep. 224. 

Law exempting from execution ‘“‘working animals of the value 
of $150,” does not exempt a working animal of greater value. 
State v. Jungling, (Mo. Sup.) 22 8S. W. Rep. 688. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. 

Mortgage given by wife alone, to secure the debt of her husband, 
on land which they owned as tenants in common, is void. 
Naylor v. Minock, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 664. 

So, too, such mortgage given on such land, to secure debt 
for necessaries furnished to husband, an insane person. 
Same case. 

The moral obligation of a wi’e to pay for material ordered for 
her without previous authority, but which is accepted and 
used in a house on her separate estate, constitutes sufficient 
consideration for a note. Ferguson v. Harris, (S. C.) 17 §S. 
E. Rep. 782. 

Where a deed conveys land to — and their heirs and assigns 
forever, survivor becomes seized of the land in entirety. 
MeLeod v. Tarrant, (S. C.) 17 8. E. Rep. 773. 

Where wife becomes agent to collect money, with husband’s 
knowledge and consent, latter is not liable to the principal 
where wife misapplies the money col'ected, though some of 
it may have come into his hands. Carran r. Chapotel (La.) 
13 So. Rep. 250. 

Where wife engages in business, employing her husband as agent 
and manager, the latter’s creditors are not entitled to receive 
payment of their claims out of property accumulated, beyond 
the present needs of his family, by his skill and industry in 
conducting the business. Mayers v. Kaiser, (Wis.) 55 N. W. 
Rep. 688. 

INJUNCTION. : 

Court of equity which has —— a receiver of lands situated 
in another jurisdiction, has no power to enjoin a citizen of 
such jurisdiction from Ts attachment on the lands, un- 
less he is a party, personally or by representation, to the 


litigation in which the receiver was appoiuted. Schindelhots 

v. Cullum, (Cir. Ct. App.) 55 Fed. Rep. 885. 
Where, on final judgment, an — is dissolved, right to apply for 

reinstatement of the — does not exist, only remedy a 
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pel. Pendergast v. Heekim, (Ky.) 22 S. W. Rep. 605, 
followed. Elizabethtown, L. § B. R. Co. v. Ashland § C. Ry. 
Co., (Ky.) 22 8. W. Rep. 855. 
Will not lie at the instance of a tenant to restrain a criminal 
rosecution by landlord for alleged trespass. Crighto v. 
hmer, (Miss.) 13 So. Rep. 237. - 
JUDGMENT. 


Decree rendered against a defendant who has not been served 
with process, and for whom no attorney was authorized to 
appear, is void. Bruschke v. Der Nord Chicago Schuetzen 

erein, (fll. Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 417. 

Federal circuit court has no jurisdiction of motion to set aside 
final decree upon bill taken for confessed, made after the 
expiration of the term at which such decree became absolute. 
Austin v. Riley, (Cir. Ct.) 55 Fed. Rep 833. 

In condemnation proceeding, where defendant is personally 
served with — only 5 days before return day, when law 
requires “‘at least six days’ notice,” a — by default against 
him is not void, and cannot be attacked collaterally, be- 
cause of shortness of service. Leonard v. Sparks, (Mo. Sup.) 
22 8. W. Rep. 899. 

Jadicial determination of question of fact binds only the parties 
in the cause and their privies, and is not even evidential 
against others. Lehigh Zinc § Iron Co. v. New Jersey Zine 
§ Iron Co., (N. J. Err. & App.) 26 Atl. Rep. 920. 

Plaintiff may remit any part of a verdict in his favor, and have 
— rendered for balance. Goldstein v. Cook, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
22 8. W. Rep. 762. 

Probate court has no power under the form of procedure to ob- 
tain order nuc pro tunc, to inquire into and declare of rec- 
ord the reasons that induced jury to arrive at verdict it ren- 
dered in that count. City of Toledo v. Preston, (Ohio Sup.) 
34 N. E. Rep. 353. 

When issues adjudicated are not shown by record, and the effect 
of the judgment, oe upon the grounds upon which it 
was rendered, parol evidence is admissible to show such 

unds. Daris v. Schauffuer, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 S. W. 
ep. 822. 
LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF. 

Action by ex-county treasurer, brought six years after expira- 
tion of term, to recover commissions on bonds issued during 
his term, and delivered to contractor to pay for county 
court house, is barred by —. McDonnell rv. Callahan County, 
(Tex. Civ. App ) 22 8S. W. Rep. 981. 

After debt was barred by —, debtor wrote on the account, ‘“‘Dec. 
1, 1*88, will pay on this bill such amount as I can.” Held, 
not unqualified acknowledgment, inferring promise to pay, 
and that debtor aoe unable to pay on that day, creditor 
could not recover, as he could claim only what promise gave 
him Boyntonv Moulton, (Mass.) 34 N. E. Rep. 361. 

Fact that judgment on which sequestration suit was founded 
was rendered by court having no jurisdiction over the com- 
pany, does not render injunction against the creditor void, 
but it is still a valid excuse for not suing the company with- 
in a year siter debt was contracted. Hunting v. Blun, (Sup.) 
23 N. Y. Supp. 965; 53 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 343. 

Foreign judgment, when sued on in this state, is subject to our 
—, and is barred by lapse of six years. Summerside v. Ram- 
sey, (N. J. Sup.) 26 Atl. Rep. 837. 

Of Minnesota does not bar action on notes made by resident of 
another state, in absence of proof that maker became resi- 
dent of this state. Way v. Colyer, (Minn.)55N. W. Rep. 744. 

Promise to pay, is implied from acknowledgment ofa debt as an 
existing debt. Custy r. Donlan, (Mass.) 34 N. E. Rep. 360. 

Where joint debtor, on demand of payment, refers creditor to 
his co-debtor, it amounts to a direction to latter to make 
payment for him, and if he does so the payment will con- 
tinue the debt from that date as to both. Coleman v. Ward, 
(Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 695. 

MASTER AND SERVANT. 


Contract of employment for indefinite period may be terminated 
by either ed atany time. Greenburg v. Early, (Com. Pl. 
N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 1009; 53 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 130. 

Such contract for a year, made by a firm, terminates on 
firm’s dissolution during the year by death of a partner. 
Same case. 

In an action for wages accruing after defendant had turned the 
work over to its former manager, as contractor, question 
whether plaintiff had notice of the change of employment is 
for the jury. Jones v. Shafer Iron Co., (Mich.) 55 N. W. 
Rep. 684. 

In such case, actual knowledge of such change, however 
acquired, will release defendant. Same case. 

In action for death of servant alleged to have resulted from de- 
fendant’s negligence, declaration failing to negative con- 
tributory a of deceased, is defective. State v. Bal- 

_timore § L. R. Co., (Md.) 26 Atl, Rep. 865. 

Railroad company is not negligent in not requiring lights to be 
placed on all moving cars in its yard for employees’ protec- 
tion, since this would be impracticable. Crowe v. NP Zz. C. 
.= R. BR. Co., (Sup.) 23 N. Y. Sapp. 1100; 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 





Where proximate cause of servant’s death was unprotected 
machinery, of whose danger’s he was ignorant, it is not error 
to refuse to charge that if death resulted from negligence of 
certain fellow servant, with whom he was working, there 
could be no recovery, and to charge that it was the special 
and untransferable duty of master to take reasonable pre- 
cautions in protecting servants from da gerous —T 
a Palace Car Co. v. Harkins, (Cir. Ct. App.) 55 Fed. 

p. 932. 

Where workman is killed by being caught in unprotected re- 
volving shaft, of whose dangers he is ignorant, the liabili 
of employer is not dependent upon whether he mov 

inst it involuntarilly, or was pushed against it by the 
shoving of a timber which he and other workmen were 
lifting into place. Same case. 

Whether failure to discover defects in certain machinery, if there 
was any, was due to defendant’s negligence, is for the jury. 
Toy v. United States Cartridge Co., (Mass.)34 N. E. Rep. 461. 

MECHANICS’ LIEN. 

Attaches to both lots, where materialis furnished for a buildin 
erected upon two or more lots. Lamont v. La Fevre, (Mich) 
55 N. W. Rep. 687. 

Failure of lien statements for labor, to specify contract — as 
—s by Pub. St. c. 191, § 6, is fatal defect. e. 
Cabot, (Mass.) 34 N. E. Rep. 362. 

In Nebraska, — attaches at commencement of farnishing of ma- 
terial or doing of labor, and not at beginning of construc- 
tion of improvement on which labor or material is furnished. 
Henry § Coatesworth Co. v. Bond, (Neb.) 55 N. W. Rep. 643. 

Is not lost where by honest mistake too much was claimed in 
the statement or where there is failure of proof as to entire 
amount claimed. Lamont v. La Fevre, Supra. 

Notice of sub-contractors’ lien not covering labor to be 
or material to be furnished, they are not entitled to — for 
labor and materials furnished after filing the —. Hutton 
Bros. v. Gordon, (Co. Ct.)23N. Y. Supp 770; 2 Misc. Rep. 267. 

Purchaser of land at mortgage foreclosure sale, does not acquire 
title thereto until delivery of sheriff’s deed, and is not liable 
for materials furnished in construction of building thereon 
between time of sale and delivery of such deed. bbins v. 
Arendt, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 1019; 53 N. Y. 8. 
Rep. 483. , 

. 1892, c. 191, relating to — and their enforcement, is inap- 
—_— to cases where statement was filled, and petition 
rought before its passage. French v. Hussey, (Mass.) 34 N. 

E. Rep. 362. 
This statute is prospective in its operation, and does not 
apply to contracts performed, statements filed, and pe- 
titions brought, before its passage. Pierce v. Cabot, 


rformed 


Supra. 
Where contract to furnish materials is made with owner, no no- 
tice of — is required. Lamon: v. La Ferre, Supra. 
MORTGAGE. 
Consideration for assignment of — being a gaming debt owed 
axsignee by assignor, is no defense to action of foreclosure b 


oe against mortgagor. 

p 619. 

Holder of un-recorded equitable charge upon land given for full 
consideration moving at date of its creation, is entitled to 
priority over subsequent legal mortgage given to secure 
prior i :debtedness. Martin v. Bowen, (N. J. Ch.) 26 Atl. 
Rep. 823. ; 

Mortgagor cannot redeem by setting , — independent per- 
sonal demand a mortgagee. Atl. Rep. 507, reversed. 
Brown v. Coriell, (N. J. Err. & App.) 26 Atl. Rep. 915. 

On foreclosure of — on property of egg ee corporation, 
the property may be sold in entirety, when a division thereof 
into parcels would lessen selling value.. Central Trust Co. v. 
United States Rolling Stock Co., (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 5 

Person taking — on land is bound at the time to know whether 
material or labor has been furnished in erection, reparation, 
or removal of improvements on the premises within previous 
four months. Henry § Coatsworth Co. v. Bond, (Neb.) 55 N. 
W. Rep. 643. 

Purchaser of land on execution, having right to redeem from 
prior — by the debtor, on sale under the — he is entitled to 
proceeds of sale in excess of — debt. Troy v. May, (Ala.) 
13 So. Rep. 263. 

Second mortgagee, purchasing equity of redemption, is entitled 
to benefit of any payments made on first — but not credited 
thereon. Babbitt v. McDermott, (N. J. Ch.) 26 Atl. Rep. 889. 

CHATTEL.—Acceptance by mortgagee, after condition broken, 

of a of the debt secured, is a waiver of forfeiture, 
and revests title to mortgaged property in mortgagor. 
Summer v. Kelly, (8S. C ) 178, E. Rep. 364. 

Assignment by chattel mortgagee of a right of action for 
conversion of mortgaged chattels, conveys his interest 
in the—. Bauman v. Jefferson, = Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. 


Y. Supp. 685; 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 116. 

Proceeds ot mortgaged personalty, whether sale be made b 
mortgagor or mortgagee, must, when they reach latter's 
hands, applied on debt the — secured. Summer v. 
Kelly, Supra. 


Reed v. Bond, (Mich.) 55 N. W. 
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MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Are not liable for injuries received by slipping on sidewalk, on 
ice caused by snow on building melting in sudden thaw, 
dripping upon sidewalk and freezing, there being nothing 
unusual in construction of building or walk. Hausman v. 
City of Madison, (Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 167. 

Augusta city council has no authority, by charter or statute, to 
pass ordinance making it penal to carry concealed, such 
weapons as are mentioned in code § 4527. Collins v. Hall, 
(Ga.) 178 8. E. Rep. 622. 

Charter authorizing appointment of city officer by mayor and 
councils concurrently, an ordinance creating the office can- 
not authorize the appointment by councilsalone. Common- 
wealth v. Crogan, (Pa. Sup.) 26 Atl. Rep 697. 

In action to recover special assessment for a street improvement, 
direct proof of assessment is required, and county tax list is 
incompetent for that oe ej City of Muscatine v. C. R. I. 
§ P. By. Co., (lowa) 55 N. W. Rep. 100. 

Inspector of regulating and grading streets of New York city is 
not a public officer, but mere employee on daily wages of 
department of public works; as such may be dismissed any 
time. Myers v. = of New York, (Sup.) 23 N. Y. Sapp. 484; 
53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 233. 

Village charter providing that officers shall not contract debt 
on part of the village without sprcial authority by board of 
trustees, counsel cannot recover for services rendered on the 
SS merely of village president. Mark v. Village of 
West Troy, (Sup.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 422, 52 N. Y. 8. Rep. 782. 


NEGLIGENCE. 


Dropping of chisel from scaffold over sidewalk and on which 
defendant, was working, is presumed to have been through 
defendant’s—, Dizon v. Pluns, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 268. 

It is—to drive wagon along railroad track in middle of street, 
at fast trot, when workmen are paving street, one of whom 
is so near track that on turning his head in performance of 
his work he is strack by wagon hub, the street being wide 
enough to give passage between track andcurb. <Anselment 
v. Daniell, (Vom. Pl., N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 875, 53 N. Y. 8. 
Rep. 133. 

One seeking to recover for injuries unintentionally inflicted in 
lawful discharge of fireworks at a celebration, has burden 
throughout of proving —. Dowell v. Guthrie, (Mo. Sup.) 22 
S. W. Rep. 893. 

Plaintiff allowing horse to run at large within corporate limits 
in violation of ordinance, cannot recover for injuries to 
horse caused by defendant’s fence which encroaches upon 
street. Galveston Land § Imp. Co. v. Pracher, (Tex. Civ 
App.) 22 8. W. Rep. 830. 

Where plaintiff was injuried by attempting to avoid a hea 
piece of icon which fell from defendant’s elevated railroad, 
the presumption of — is sufficient to put defendant to proof 
of contrary. Brooks v. Kings County E. R. Co., (City Ct. 
Bklyn) 23 N. Y. Supp. 1031, 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 452. 

Whether driver of wagon at street crossing could resume his 
course after checking his horse to allow foot passengers to 
get out of the way without — is forjury. Crowley v. Strouse, 
(Cal.) 33 Pac. —/ 456. 

CONTRIBUTORY.—Fact that plaintiff passed under scaffold 
erected over sidewalk, on which defendant was engaged 
with tools, is not — to injury from dropping «fa chisel upon 
him. Dizon v. Pluns, Supra. 
in action against company for selling piece of spoiled bacon, 

it was question for jury whether plaintiff was negligent 
in eating some aft r smelling peculiar odors arising 
therefrom when cooked Craft v. Parke , Webb § Co., 
(Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 812. 

In action against railroad for injary to two girls aged 7 and 
14, accompanied by older person. an instruction imput- 
ing to both the negligence of such person is improper; 
older girl eo at age where some capacity is presumed. 
Louisville, N. O. §& 1. Ry. Co. v. Hirsch, 13 So. Rep. 244, 
69 Miss. 126. 

Intoxication does not constitute — if it was in no way the 
cause of the accident. Ward v. Chicago, St. P., M. § O. 
Ry. Co., (Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 771. 

That person in crossing stieet fails to use best course to 
avoid danger of hing run over, does not show —. 
Crowley v. Strouse, (Cal.) 33 Pac. a 456. 

Where married woman is injared by obstruction in high- 
way, question as to whether or not plaintiff was negli- 
gent by her conduct subsequent to injury, is for jury. 
Salladay v. Town of Dodgeville, (Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 696. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


Bona fide purchaser for value of over due —, holds same subject 
only to such equities as attach to instrument itself at 1ime 
of transfer; not to off sets, before or after acquired, of which 
he has no notice. Davis r. Noll, (W. Va.) 178. E. Rep. 791. 

Indorser of note to order of payee indorsed by payee and deli- 
vered to third person, is not liable to such person, on the 
indorsement, without proof that it was made to give maker 
credit with the payee. Bornstein v. Kauffman, (Com. P1., 
N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 852, 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 69. 





Admission of the indorsement, and promise to disc 
liability thereon, is not equivalent to such proof, because 
&@ promise only to discharge legal liability apparent on 
the paper. N. Y. 8. reversed. Same case. 

Indorser’s right to actual presentment of note when payment is 
demanded, is waived where he fails to ask for it, and de- 
clines payment on other unds than non-presentment. 
Waring v. Betts, (Va ) 178. E. Rep. 739. 

Indorsement of note to plaintiff after dishonor, under agreement 
that he bring action thereon, and = credit for whatever 
he collects, invests plaintiff with legal title and ae 
tosue, Clark v. Tryon, (Com. Pl., N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 780, 
53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 123. 

One acquiring note after dishonor can avail himself of indorser’s 
waiver of laches ofnotice ofdishonor. Clark v. Tryon, Supra. 

Owner of — intrusting same to another’s possession, must bear 
loss 1f latter transfer it to innocent purchaser. Halsted’s 
Ez’re v. Colvin, (N. J. Ch.) 26 Atl Rep. 928. 

Presentment of note at bank where — during banking 
hours, is unnecessary where bank ceased business when 
note falls due, and personal demand is made on endorser. 
Waring v. Betts, Supra. 

Though note is made payable in foreign money, it is not neces- 
sary for plaintiff to prove non-payment to make prima facie 
case. Hoynev. Williamson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 228. W. Rep.762. 

To charge that possession of notes by defendant is prima facie 
evidence of ownership is not error, notwi ing plain- 
tiff denies under oath the purported transfer. Huddleston 
v. Kempner, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 8. W. Rep. 871. 

Transfer of over due negotiable note, with fraudulent intent to 
delay, hinder or defraud the maker out of a just off-set, is 
void as to such off set. Davis v. Noll, Supra. 

NEW TRIAL. 

First grant of a — will not, as a general rule, be interfered with. 
Pelligrini v. Cunningham, (Ga.) 17 8. E. Rep. 673. See also — 
Hastings v. Brooklyn Life Ins. Co., (N. Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 
289, 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 63. 

Juror must not tell fellow jurors, while considering their verdict, 
facts of case within his own knowledge but not given in 
rrr, Wood River Bank v. Dodge, (Neb.) 55 N. W. Rep. 


Will not be granted for newly discovered evidence, applicant 
going to trial without seeking ag, inane to enable him 
to seek and procure testimony of the known material witness. 
Hendrickson v. Tracy, (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 622. 


MOTION FOR—A — in case of equitable jurisdiction because 
issues were submitted to jury, is premature when made after 
return of a general verdict, but before court has made its 
findings in the case. Garard v. Garard, (Ind. Sup.) 34N. E. 
Rep. 442. : 
Fact that — can be brought to hearing under Code Civil 

Proc. § 660, either by the moving or opposite party after 
notice or affidavits, etc., does not prevent opposite party 
applying for dismis+al, where, through inexcusable neg- 
lect, the — has not been brought into condition for 
hearing. Descalso v. Duane, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 328. 
On ground of “accident and surprise” will not be granted on 
defendant's affidavit that he does not understand English 
well, and did not know purport of word “agent” when 
testifying that a person was his agent,since counsel pre- 
sumably understood its meaning, and proceeded without 
intimating that defendant had misspoken. Nelson v. 
Carlson. (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 821. ’ 
Order both denying and dismissing —, though somewhat in- 
consistent: must be considered as a dismissal, and proper, 
where, — excusable neglect of moving party, — 
has not been brought into coudition for hearing. 
calso v. Duane, Supra. . . ‘ 
Order denying — is pr-perly made on hearing of motion to 
dismiss same for failure to prosecute with due diligence. 
Same case. : é 
Party allowing cause to go to jury without objection, can- 
not afterwards, on —, claim he was surprised Y ab- 
sence of witnesses. Cassiano vr. Strano, (City Ct. N. Y.) 
23 N. Y. Supp. 1036; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 529, 531. 
PARTIES. 

It is necessary, in proceedings to obtain ion of assets of 
tasctvent hank poungialy withheld by former officer, to 
join as — other persons for whose benefit misappropriation 
took place. State v. Commercial § Sav. Bk, (Neb.) 55 N. W. 


Non joinder of defendant in action ex-contractu can be taken ad- 
vantage of only by plea in abatement; where general issue 
is pleaded and it appears on trial that one who should have 
been defendant is omitted, plaintiff is entitled, the events 
being with him, to a verdict against defendants of record. 
Lieberman v. Brothers, (N. J Sup.) 26 Atl. Rep. 828. 


PARTNERSHIP, 


Entering into of joint contract by two persons for construction 
of house on another’s land, and joint reaping of profits, con- 
stitute a — as to such undertaking, rendering one liable fo 
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lumber ordered by the other and used in the house. Me- 
Donald v. McLeod, (Colo. App ) 33 Pac. 285. 

In action against — the only member served with process dying 
pending suit, the action can be continued against the sur: 
viving partner without making deceased partner’s heirs 
parties, no judgment being asked against his estate. Davis 
v. Schaffner, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 S.-W. Rep. 822. 

May be formed by parol for purpose of buying, improving and 
selling a particular piece ofreal estate. Fountain v. Menard, 
(Miun.) 55 N. W. Rep. 601. 

Notice to creditor of — that one partner had retired and that 
other would continue business on own account, is enough to 
put creditor ov enquiry as to whether continning partner 
assumed existing — liabilities Fillipini v. Stead, (Super. 
N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 1061; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 520. 

One partner may execute chattel mortgage i» firm name for pur 
pose of securing or paying firm debts. Robards vr. Waterman, 
‘Mich ) 55 N. W. Rep. 662. 

PAYMENT. 

Acce ptance of draft, in absence of express agreement; does not 
constitute — of debt for which it is drawn. Stewart Paper 
Mfg Co. v. Rau, (Ga.) 17. 8. E. Rep. 748 

Allegation in complaint for breach of contract to convey land, 
that plaintitis were ready and willing to make — therefor, as 
per contract, is not equivalent to averment of — or offer to 
pay. Bailey v. Lay, (Colo Sup ) 33 Pac. Rep. 407. 

Receipt acknowledging — of money is prima facie evidence of 
— in favor of party producing it, when genuineness of re- 
ceipt is proved by preponderance of evidence, but same may 
be rebutted by competent testimony. Salazar v. Taylor, 
‘Colo. Sup.) 33 Pac. Rep. 369. 

PLEADING. 

Admission in original answer is not conclusive on defendant, 
where he has filed an amended answer which does not con- 
tain such admission. Baxter v. New York, T. § M. Ry. Co., 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 22 S. W. Rep. 1002. 

Complaint which counts on promises by defendant, ‘‘under his 
bond” is aided by answer describing the promises as ‘“‘pro- 
missory notes,” and which conseque:tly renders an allega- 
tion in comp!aint of consideration, unnecessary. Salazar v. 
Taylor, (Colo. Sup.) 33 Pac. Rep. 369. 

Complaint being indefinite, proper remedy is by motion to make 
more definite, and not by demurrer. Garard v. Garard, 
(Ind. Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 442. 

Declaration in action against master for causing death of servant 
is defective if it fails to negative contributory negligence b 
deceased. State vr. Baliimore §& L. R. Co., (Ma.) 26 Atl. 
Rep. 865. 

Decrce sustaining demurrer being general, will not be reversed 
because some grounds of demurrer are too general. Baker v. 
Graves, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep 275. 

Demurrer containing no other matter than grounds enumerated 
in Code Civil Proc. § 430, is not irrelevant or redundant 
within § 453 providing for striking ont —. Davis v. Honey 
Lake Water Co., (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 270. 

In action for breach of contract to repair a machine, allegation 
that plaintiff will be obliged to expend specified sum to put 
machine in condition is equivalent to allegation that the 
reasonably necessary cost will be thatsum. King v. Nich- 
ols § Shepard Co, (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 604. 

In proce: eding before county court, petition failing to show that 
amount involved is within court’s jurisdictiov, the petition 
may be amended on the trial by inserting fac's eng om | to 
show jurisdiction. Svuthwestern Land Co. v Hickory Jackson 
Ditch Co., (Colo. Sup.) 33 Pac Rep. 275. 

Not error to allow amendment to answer setting up separ:te 
defense when case is called for trial, where facts alleged in 
the amendment aie nearly identical with those in the 
answer, and plaintiff does : ot ask delay because of the 
amendment. Richardson» Wallace, (S. C.)178.E. Rep. 725. 
But it is error to compe! plaintiff to elect one count in de- 

claration on which he will go to trial, and to strike out 
all other counts, as he had the right to join all causes of 
action in one declaration, if he could recover on each in 
separate suits in same form of action. Randall v. Gart- 
ner, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 843. 

Supplemental answer asking for affirmative relief may be amen- 
ded, like any other, even after plaintiff has taken non-suit, 
since he remains in court as defendant to that part of answer 
demanding affirmative relief. Merchant v. Bowyer, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 22S. W. Rep. 763. 

To strike out an answer at the trial, is error. Mossv Witteman, 
(Com. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 854; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 71. 
Under Code, §§ 498, 499, complaint may be dismissed at trial 

because bad in substan:e. Same case. 

Verdict cures imperfections in statement of cause of action but 
not a defective cause of action. Texas § P. Ry. Co. v. 
McCoy, (Tex. Civ. App.) 228. W. Rep. 926. 

Where complaint demands accounting without showing plaintiff 
is entitled thereto, the defendant, in order to raise the ob- 
jection on trial, need not deny, in his answer, the right to 
such accounting. Nutting v. Atwood, (Super. N. Y.) 23 N.Y. 

Supp. 816; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 152. 











Where court permits defendant to amend answer on condition 
that he pay plaintiff a certain sum of money, plaintiff, by 
accepting the money, is — from disputing validity of 
the order. Woodward v. Williamson, (S.C.)178. E. Rep. 778. 

Where demurrer to auswer is overruled, plaintiff, by filing reply 
and going to trial on the issues thus formed, waives aes. 
tions to over: uling of demurrer. 
55 N. W. Rep. 569. 

Where trial on merits is had without questioning sufficiency of 
the —, plaintiff cannot, on —_, claim that answer raised 
no issue. Klopper v. Levy, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 444. 

—— AND PROCEDURE. See Evidence, Pleading, and 

rial. 

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


Agent to sell binders has power under Comp. Laws § 3985 to 
warrant th-y will do as good work as any other machine on 
the market; and his general authority to so warrant cannot 
be restricted as to third persons who have no know ledge of 
such restriction. Canham v. Plano Mfg. Co, (N. D.) 55 N. 
W. Rep. 583. 

Fact that carrier accepts property voluntarily offered by agent 
to cover any loss that might result from agent’s unauthor- 
ized acts in issuing bills of lading for goods not yet deliv- 
ered, does not amount to ratification of such acts. Lazard 
v. Merchants’ § Miners’ Transp. Co., (Md.) 26 Atl. Rep. 897. 

Letters written by one a-suming to be acting as agent of other 
persons, in relation to his principals’ busivess, in which he 
represented himself as agent, are inadmissible to prove the 
re Texas Land § Loan Co. v. Watson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
22 S. W. Rep. 873. 

To wake principal liable for agent’s unauthorized act, the a 
patent auth rity must be relied on in good faith, and in the 
exercise of reasonable prudence. Rail r. City Nat. Bank, 
(Tex Civ. App.) 22S. W Rep. 865. 

Claim that principal is estopped to deny agent's authority 
after having clothed him with appa: ent authority, must 
be pleaded to be available. Same case. 

Whatever agent does within scope of his authority, is in legal 
effect, the act of the principal, who is entitled to its advan- 
tages and subje t to its liabilities. Destrehan v. Louisville 
Cypress Lumber Co., (La.) 13 So. Rep. 230. 


RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Abutting owner may recover all special damages suffered prior 
to beginning suit becaure of holes or ot! er temporary ob- 
structions in street made by — while constructing its road 
but cannot recover on account of such defects fir sup 
depreciation in value of property, on account of permanent 
appropriation for the right of way. Chicago, K. § W. R. Co. 
v. Union Ins. Co., (Kan.) 33 Pac. Rep. 378. 

Gates at crossing, being required by law,—is not entitled to com 
peusation for cost of operating same. Such cost is chargable 
to ordinury operating expenses. Boston § A. R. Co. v. City 
of Cambridge, (Mass.) 34 N. E. Rep. 382. 

In action against — fur negligence, causing death of employee, 
defendant may show, unaer geveral denial, that at the time 
of the accident, defendant’s railroad was operated by a 
lessee, by whom defendant was employed. Bazter r. N. Y., 
T. & M. Ry Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 228. W. Rep. 1002. 

In action tor wrongf+l death of plaintiff's intestate at public 
highway crossing, burden of proving that defendant did not 
ring bell continuously, or alternately with sounding of 
whistle, for 80 reds from, and until trai» had passed, the 
crossing, as required by statute, is upon plaintiff. Hubbard 
v. Boston §& A. R. Co.. (Mars ) 34 N. E. Ren. 459. 

Liceuse frow city wiil not exempt — from liability to owner of 
lot tor placing obstruction across an alley in its rear which 
practically excludes access to the lot for ord nary purposes 
tor which alley is used. Learenworth, N. § S. Ry. Co., v. 
Curtan, (Kan.) 33 Pac. Rep. 297. 

Necessity of passing over several tracks to reach a station from 
the business part of town, taken with the fact that no cross- 
ings are provided, must be regarded as aninvitatiou to so use 
such traces. Louisville, N. O. § T. Ry. Co. v. Hirsch, 13 So. 
Rep. 244; 69 Miss. 126. 

No action lies for death of person who, after star ding near a 
crossing, attempts to cross, and is ran over by atiain which 
there is nothing to prevent her seeing or hearing if she had 
looked and listened, even thongh train employes were neg- 
ligent. Marks’ Adm’r.v. Railroad Co., 88 Va. 1, fullowed, 

agan’s Adm’r. r. Tyler, (Va.) 17 8. E. Kep. 723. 

One who attempts to cross a track at street crossing without 
looking to see if there is danger, when there is nothing to 
prevent his looking, and by so doing must have discovered 
the danger in time to avert it, is guilty of negligence. 
Magner v. Truesdale, (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 607. 

Where — under ordinance or statute, builds road in a street, but 
Jeaves sufficient space between road-bed and abutting lots 
for ordinary travel. there is no such obstruction of access to 
such lots as permits damages for depreciation in value 
thereof. Chicago, K. §& W. R. Co. v. Union Ins. Co, Supra. 

Witness who lives near scene of an accident and had seen many 
trains pass, may give opinion as to how many miles an hour 


Schroeder v. Webster, (lowa) 
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the train was running, though it appears he does not know 
how many feet or rods there are ina mile. Ward v. C. St. 
P., M. §& O. Ry. Co., (Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 771. 


RECEIVER. 

A — pendente lite has only right to possession of property in 
controver-y as an officer of court, title thereto remaining 
where it was when the — was appointed. Devlin v. City of 
New York, (Cum. Pl. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 888; 53N. Y. 5S. 
Rep. 455. ° 

Can neither sue, or be sued without leave of the court which 
appointed him. Wayne Pike Co. v. State, (Ind. Sup.) 34 N. 
E. Rep. 440. 

Competent court, having, by appointment of a —, assumed ad- 
ministration of fands of au insolvent association, a court of 
equity io another state, on bill filled by such —, may order 
trustees of the association’s local branch to pay over funds 
in their hands tothe —. Failey v. Xalbee, (Cir. Ct.) 55 Fed. 
Rep 892. 

I: is no objection that the fand is a reserve which, by asso 
ciation’s rules, could only be called at certain times for 
stated purposes, and not for general purposes of liquidat- 
ing whole trust fund; for while rules may impress dif 
ferent parts of its funds with different equities, yet, in 
the ascertaining and marshali g of these equities, they 
are abrogated by insolvency and receivership. Same case. 


RELEASE AND DISCHARGE. 

A release wi'l not be set aside on grourd of fraud without the 
strongest proof. Pederson v. Seattle Consolidated St, Ry. Co., 
(Wash.) 53 Pac. Rep. 351. 

In such a case, burden of proving that at the time he signed 
the release he did not understand its effect, is on plain- 
tiff. Same case. 

One sustaining injuries through another’s negligence is not 
barred from suing therefor by accepting money in satisfac- 
tion of his claim for such injuries. and signing a release 
where he was non compos mentis at time of signing. Texas 
Pac Ry. Co. v. Crow, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 8. W. Rep. 928. 

REPLEVIN. 

Fact that penalty of bond is for less sum than value of property 

as assessed by jury, does not prevent its enforcement by 


summary execution against sureties, in amount not exceed- [ 


ing such penalty. Rich v. Lowenthal, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 220. 

In —, an instruction that the right to possession and the title 
must both be in plaintiff, to secure recovery, is error; right 
of pos-ession is enough. Coleman v. Low, (Miss. 13. So. 
Rep 227. 

Lessee of personal property sought to be taken to satisfy a tax 
against lessor, may maintain — against officer seizing such 
property. Tousey v. Post, 91 Mich. 631, followed. Whittaker 
v. Fuller, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 612. 

Where one’s goods in unother’s possession are taken on attach- 
ment, owner’s right of po session as against such other, is 
sach right to reduce into possession, under Code Civil Proc. 
§ 1690, as will sustain — against the sheriff. Klee v. Grant, 
(Com. PI. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 855; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 77. 

Writ which contains no description of property sought to be 
levied on, should be quashed in absence of motion for leave 
toamend. rans v. Parks, (Miss ) 13 Su. Rep. 240. 

SALE. 

C. ntract of — is valid though no time of payment is agreed on; 
law implies payment on delivery. Lamont v. La Fevre, 
(Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 687. 

Go ds delivered to one for examination, wit option to buy, may 
be retaken by owner before exercise of the option. Klee r. 
Grant, (Com Pl. N.Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp 855; 53N. Y.S. 

Rep. 77. 

Under valid contract for manufacture and — of goods, with 
instructio.s by bayer to reller to send them to buyer, deliv- 
ery of goods to common carrier to be forwarded, is a deliv- 
ery to buyer, and title passes subject to seller’s right of 
stoppage in transitu. Kelsea vr. Ramsey §- Gore Manf. Co., 
(N. J. Err. & App.) 26 Atl. Rep. 907. 

Where deft ndants contracted to fill orders, “for all steel bow 
sockets for the year 1888,” da wages were not recoverable for 
their failure to deliver sockets ordered in 1888, but intended 
for 1889 trade. Shadbolt § Boyd Iron Co. v. Topliff, (Wis.) 
55 N. W. Rep. 854 
Under such a coutract their declaration that they would, 

“ship no more sockets on any of your unfulfilled orders” 

may have been intended to mean merely that they would 

not fill ontstanding or ers, and did not render them 
liable for damages for failure tu deliver sockets that had 
not been ordered. Same case. 

They were liable for failure to fill only such specific or- 
ders as were rightfully ma: e under the contract, 
and for loss of profits on sales which plaintiffs had 
opportunity of making, and would have made but 
for defendants refusal, in advance, to fill any more 
such orders. Same case. 


SET-OFF AND COUNTERCLAIM. 
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ment against plaintiff prior to recovery of plaintiffs against 
him. Holly v, Cook, (Miss.) 13 So. Rep. 228, 


In action for goods sold and delivered allegation of a counter- 
claim of $1,700 for 171,000 bricks sold and delivered by de- 
fendant to plaintiff, no part of which has been paid, states 
sufficient facts to support judgment for defendant. Valley 
Lumber Co. v. Wood, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 343. 

In proceedings to obtain possession of assets uf insolvent bank, 
wrongfully withheld by one of its former officers, the latter 
cannot require allowance of — as a condition precedent to 
delivery of possession of such assets. State v. Commercial & 
Sav. Bank, (Neb.) 55 N. W. Rep 640. 

Where judgment is for costs only, attorney of record for success- 
ful pasty is, by force of law, owner thereof, and may set up 
the judgment as counterciaim in another action on « ontract 
brongbt against him by defeated party. Adams v. Stilman, 
(City Ct. N. Y.) 23 N. Y. Supp. 810; 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 10. 

WITNESS. 


Evidence of general reputation of — for untruthfuloess, to be 
available for his impeachment, must have reference to repu- 
tation at present or recent place of residence; should not 
relate to residence which ceased two and a half years before 
he testified. Sun Fire Office of London v. Ayerst, (Neb.) 55 
N. W. Rep. 635. 

In action for damages for death caused by unguarded machinery, 
where — for plaintiff is asked, on cross examination, if it 
occurred to him at the time that there was danger about the 
work, to which he answers Saree ee there is no errorin 
permitting him on redirect, to be asked wherein danger 
consisted. Pullman Palace Car Co. v. Harkins, (Cir. Ut. 
App.) 55 Fed. Rep. 932. 

On cross-examinat on, it is improper to ask a — as to contents 
of written instrument not in evidence. If party cross ex- 
amining desires to show its contents and cross examine npon 
them, he should, ifinstrument be admissible. introduce it and 
make it part of his cross-examination. O'Riley v. Clampet, 
(Minn.) 55 N W. Rep. 740. 

Under Revision p. 378, § 2, in all civil actions a party to the ac- 
tion shall be admitted and sworn when called as a — b 
adverse party. State v. Remhoff, (N. J. Supp) 26 ath. 
Rep. 860. 








A decision was rendered recently in a controversy of long stand- 
ing bet» een two of the directors of the defunct Metropolitan Na- 


tional Bank of Cincinnati, which involves points of general interest. 
The decision was re: dered by Judge Rufus B. Smith, not, however, 
in his capacity as Judge, but as Special Master, be having been ap- 
pointed a master in the case before he went on the bench, and b 
agreement of parties he continued as master after he was elec 

In March, 1888, a written agreement was made by and between 
George Gerke, William Means, John V. Lewis, John R. DeCamp, 
George Duckworth and Edward N. Roth, who were all directors of 
the Metropolitan National Bank, and owned between 400 and 500 
shares of its capital sock. They were also large borrowers 
from the bank. The agreement was that the syndicate thas formed 
should purchase such additional shares of the stock of the bank as 
was deemed advisable by a majority of them. The purpose of the 
agreeme: t was to maintain in the market the value ot the stock b 
preventing it from remaining for sale on the market without bid- 
ders. A number of shares were purchased under this agreement, 
the money being borrowed from the bank. Subsequently, John V. 
Lewis was allowed to retire from the syndicate at his own request. 
Mr G-rke contended and offered testimony to prove that upon the 
retirement of Mr. Lewis, a new syndicate, composed of the remain- 
ing tive, was formed to carry out the same purpose ; and that subse- 
quently, it having been found impossible to borrow more money 
from the bank, to purchase the stock which was being constantly 
put upon the market, it was agreed that Mr Gerke was to purchase 
the stock, making whatever cash advances were necessary and giving 
his notes for the balance off the purchase money, secured by a pledge 
of the stock as collateral. It was further agreed that the other mem- 
bers of the syndicate were to repay him upon a « ivision among 
them of the stock so purchased. Mr. Gerke spent about $51,000 in 
the purchase of stock under this arranvement. Means and Duck- 
worth paid their share of this sum, and DeCamp acknowledged his 
liability, but was unable to pay his share. Mr. Roth. however, re- 
fused to pay, and suit was brought to recover one-fifth of the sum 
he had expended, he having tendered to Roth his share of the stock. 
Roth denied that he was a member of the second syndicate and de- 
nied any liability to take the stock so tendered. Judge Smith 
found from a preponderance of the testimony and from all the cir- 
cumstances of the case that Roth was a member of the second syndi- 
cate, and was liable to Gerke for one-fifth of the purchase price of 
the stock, to wit: $10,264.61. It was also claimed, on behalf of 
Gerke that the syndicate was a partnership, and that the other 
members would have to stand DeCamp’s share, he being unable to 
pay. Judge Smith held however, that the arrangement did not 
constitute a partnership between the parties, but that the liability 
of each was individual and several, and that Gerke would have to 
look to DeCamp alone for whatever be owed him. 





Bill in equity will not lie to compel setting off of two judgments, 
where it appears defendant made assignment of his judg- 





Paxton, Warrington & Boutet represented the plaintiff; and 
Ramsey, Maxwell & y, appeared for the defendant. 
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BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 


Reports of the proceedings of Bar Associations, Con 
ferences of Jud, Law Library Associations, Law 
School Alumni, Law, and Lawyer's Clubs, and every 
form of the organized profession. cers of such 
organizations are requested to send us brief but ac- 
curate accounts of the meetings of their respective 





EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
President—Thomas M. Cooley. Detroit, Michigan. 
John Hinkley, 215 N. Charles St., Balti- 


more, a 
Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 


phia, Pa. 
STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 

ALABAMA. 
President—J. R. Dowdell. 
Secretary and Treasurer - Alex. Troy, Montgomery. 

ARKANSAS. 
President—M. T. Sanders, Helena. 
Secretary —-G. W. Shiun, Little Rock. 

CONNECTICUT. 

President—Charles E. Perkins, Hartford. 
Secretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 

GEORGIA. 
President— Logan E. Bleckley, Atianta. 
Secretary—John W. Akin, Cartersvi'le. 
Treasurer—Z. D. Harrison Atlanta. 

IDAHO. 

President—Jobn Ainslie. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Hugh McElroy. 


ILLINOIS. 
President Samuel P. Wheeler, Spr ngfield. 
Secretar; and Treasurer— William L.Gross, Springfield. 


KANSAS, 
Presi¢ent—James Humphrey. Junction City. 
—C. J. Brown, Toneka. 
Treasurer—Howell Jones, Topeka. 
KENTUCKY 
President—Malcolm Yeaman. Henderson. 
Secretary—J. G. Poore. Frank fort. 
LOUISIANA. 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baten Rouge. 
Secretary—T. Sambola Jones. Baton Rouge. 
: MAINE. 
President—Charles F. Libby. Portland. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Leslie C. Cornish, Augusat. 
MICHIGAN 
President—George H Durand. Flint. 
—Ralph Stone, Lansing. 
Treasurer—Edmund D. Rarry Grand Rapids. 


MINNESOTA. 
President—Cbarles E. Flandrau, St Panl. 
Secretary —Ro'ert Jamison, Minveapolis. 
Treasurer—E. P. Sanborn, St. Paul. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
President - Robert Lowry. Jackson. 
—W. R. = Jackson. 
Treasurer—C. M. Williamson. 
MISSOURI 
Secretary William A. Wood. Ki 
— ° . Kingston. 
Treasurer—Wilham C. Marshall, St. Louis. 
MONTANA. 
President - John F. Forbia. Butte 
Secretery—A. H. Nelson, Helena. 
Treasurer R.G. Davies Helena. 
NEW MEXICO. 
President—A. A. Jones Las Vegas. 
ry - E. L. Bartlett. 
Treasurer—E. A. Fiske. 
NEW YORK. 
President—J. Newton Fiero. Albany. 
—L. B. Proctor, Albany. 
Treasurer—Albert Hessberg, Albany. 
OHIO. 
President - S. R. Harris, Bucyrus. 
—Frederick C. Bryan, Akron. 
Treasurer—L. H. Pike, Toledo. 
OREGON. 
President— William B. Lord, Portland. 
—Charles H. Carey. Portland. 
Treasurer—O. F. Paxton, Portland. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
President—B. F. Whitner, Anderson. 
—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 
EK. 


TENNESSEE. 
President—W. A. Henderson, Knoxville. 
Secretary—Claude Waller, Nashville. 


TEXAS. 
President 8S. C. Padelford, Cl. burn. 
—Charles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer—W. D. Williams, Fort Worth. 


VERMONT 
President—C. M. Wilds, Middlebury. 
Secretary—George W. Wing, Montpelier. 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 
President—W aller R. Staples. 
Secr-tary and Treasurer—Jackson Guy, Richmond. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
President—J. D. Ewing, Wheeling. 
Secretary—D. C. Westenhaver, Martinsburg. 
Treasurer . N. Miller, Parkersburg. 


Presiden —William Seaman, Milwaukee. 
Secretary E. P. Vilas, Milwaukee. 
Treasurer—J. H. Carpenter. 

Ww. 


ASHINGTON. 
President—Elwood Evans, Tacoma 
Secretary.—N. 8S. Porter, Olympia 





CALIFORNIA. 


The Riverside city council recently passed 
an ordinance establishing a law library in 
accordance with a law of 1891, and Attorneys 
E. B. 8 anton, Lyman Evans and A. A. Adair 
were appointed as trustees of said library. 


The San Francisco Bar Association has 
secured elegant quarters in the new building 
of the San Francisco Savings Union, on 
California and Webb streets. The library 
and effects of the association were moved 
from their present quarters, 121 Post street, 
the Ist of this month. 

COLORADO. 

The Denver Bar Association met recently 
and elected the following officers for the 
ensuing year: T. J. O'Donnell, president; 
H. M. Orahood, vice-president; Robert H. 
Latta, secretary; James M. Lomery, assist~ 
ant secretary ; James H. Blood, treasurer; 
E. Stowell, sergeant-at-arms. W.H. Smith 
read a paveron “Law as a Science” Mr. 
O’Donuell, the new president, spoke on the 
“Equity of Red+mption.” Judge Burns was 
unable to be present, and his address upon 
“Some Needed Constitutional Amendments,” 
will be beard at the next meeting. 


ILLINOIS. 


Carrollton is to have a bar association and 
a law library 

The annual meeting of the State Bar Asso- 
ciation will be held iu Peoria on Jan. 23, 24 
and 25. Arrangements have been made for a 

rogramme of unusual merit, and President 
Baareel P. Wheeler, and Secretary William 
L. Gross, are sparing no effort to make the 
meeting the most notable in the history of the 
association. We expect to print the proceed- 
ings in fall. 

The Chicago Bar Association gave its 
annoal dinner and reception to the judges 
and ex-judges of the supreme court of the 
State, on Dec.8 President David J. Lyman 
presided and delivered an address of welcome 
to the 250 attorneys present. Vice-president 
Benj. F. Ayer officiated a toastmaster. Toasts 
were given and responded to, as follows: ‘“‘A 
Needed Legal Reform; Judge Benjamin D. 
Magruder; “Legal Education,” Judge Joseph 
M. mp **Reminiscences of the Early 
Days of the Supreme Court,” Hon. Lyman 
Trumbull; ‘The Seventh Judicial Circuit,” 
Judge William A Wood, ofthe United States 
circuit court; ‘The Common Law,” Judge 
Joseph E. Gary; ‘Independence of the 
Judiciary,” Judge Samuel P. McConnell; 
“The Bar,” Stephen 8. Gregory; ‘Some Ele- 
ments of Social stability,” Bishop W. E. 
McL»ren. 

The reception and banquet was highly 
creditable to the association and a ug to 
all the distinguished guests. Nothing occur- 
red to mar the cheer of the occasion. 
The thanks of the association are due to 
President David B. Lyman. secretary Howard 
Henderson, Frederic Ullmann, chairman of 
the committee of arrangements, William B 
Mcllivaine, its treasurer, and the entire com- 
mittee, for their untiring efforts to make the 
reception and banquet asuccess. The follow- 
ing geutlemen composed the committee : 
Frederic Ullmann, Henry W. Bishop, Hunt- 
ington W. Jackson, Francis Lackner, Geo. 
W. Cass, C. S. Holt, Robert E. Jenkins, 
Rudolph Matz, F. A. Smith and William B. 
Mcllvaine, treasurer. 

The Chicago Bar Association met last 
month for the discussion of the report of the 
committee on legal education, in relation 
to changing the rules regulating the admis- 
sion of attorneys to the bar of Illinois. Pres- 
ident Henry Wade Rogers, of the North- 
western University, Professor Thomas Moran, 
of the Chicago College of Law, President 
Marshall D. Ewell, of the Kent Law School, 
Prof. John A. Wigmore, of the Northwestern 
University, and Prof. R. H. Curtis, of the 
Kent Law School, were present by invita- 
tion. 

Remarks were made by Wm. E. Furness, 
chairman of the committee, Henry Wade 
Rogers, James B. Bradwell, M Ewell, 





Thomas A. Moran, Prof. Wigmore, Judge 
Goggin and others, and the conviction 
strongly expressed that the standard of re- 
auirements for admission to the bar should 
be raised. Formal action in this direction 
a! be expected at an early date. 

resident, David B. Lyman, of the Chic- 
ago Bar Association has appointed the follow- 
ing standing committees for the year: 
Amendment ofthe law; James L. High, Robert 
McMurdy, Thomas A. Moran, E. J. White- 
head, Merritt Starr; Judiciary committee, 
James B. Bradwell, Wm. G. Beale, Wm. H. 
Swift, 8. 8. Gregory, John M. Harlan; Com- 
mittee on grievances, Joseph B. Leake, L. 
D. Thoman, Wm. L. Howland, Henry Wolse- 
ley, Henry M. Matthews;Legal education, Wm. 
E. Furness, James H. Raymond, George Mills 
Rogers, Charles S. Holt, Sigmund Zeisler; 
Memorial committee, George A. Follansbee, 
Julius Rosenthal. Wm. R. Page, Henry 8. 
Towle, Sidney C. Eastman. 

LOUISIANA. 

The annual meeting of the Law Reform 
Association of New Orleans was held recently. 
President Ernest T. Florence in the chair 
and Mr. J. N. Augustin at the secretary’s 
desk. President Florence read an elaborate 
address, in which he called attention to the 
defects in the code and statutes of Louisiana, 
which could only be corrected by a constitu- 
tional convention. He criticised the judicial 
system of the state particularly of Orleans 
age and advocated an elective judiciary. 

ie recommended the abolishment of the 
judicial stamp system and proposed to cor- 
rect many alleged absurdities in the civil and 
criminal procedure. The insolvent and res- 
pite law were also fully discussed. He also 
discussed the jury system, and said that if 
the class in the community that should exer- 
cise the privilege of jury service refuses to 
do so, it was time to abolish juries altogether. 
He also discussed the discipline of the courts. 

Mr. Bernard McCloskey stated that if the 
address of the president was to be considered 
as the sense of the meeting, he desired to be 
recorded as opposed to any constitutional 
convention, to the abolishment of the jury 
system, and to an elective judiciary. [he 
report of the president was received and re- 
ferred to the proper committees. 

The following officers were then elected 
for the ensuing year: E. T. Florence, af 
dent; R. H. Browne, vice-president; H. J. 
de la Vergue, secretary; Charles Carroll, 
treasurer; H. L. Dufour, H. G. Morgan, E. E. 
Moise, E. B. Kruttschmitt, W. B. Somerville, 
H. H. Bryan, R..H. Marr and J. Z. Spearing. 
The meeting adjourned until next February. 

MAINE. 

A meeting of the Cumberland Bar Associa- 
tion was held Dec. 11. President Stone = 
siding. In the absence of the secretary Mr. 
B.C. Stone was elected secretary pro tem. 
The meeting was called to consider means 
for obtaining more room for the accommoda- 
tions of the Greenleaf Law Library. On 
motion of Hon J. H. Drummond it was voted 
that the president appoint a committee of 
five of which committee he should be one, to 
formulate a plan, see the county commis- 
sioners and ascertain what they will do in 
the matter, and report to the Bar Associa- 
tion at an adjvurned meeting. The com- 
mittee consists of President Strout, Hon. J. 
H Drummond, Hon. Charles F. Libby, W. 
J. Knowlton, and W. R. Antho ne, with Reuel 
Small, secretary. 

MARYLAND. 


The Convention of the State’s Attorneys of 
Maryland assembled in Kaltimore, on Dec. 6, 
an adopted a memorial to be presented to 
the next legislatare recommending the early 
appointment of a commission to revise the 
criminal jurispradence of the State. Charlcs 
G. Kerr of Baltimore, presided and those in 
attendence were Wm. F. Campbell, Balti- 
more city; Edward 8. Eichelberger, Frederick 
county; D. M. McGuire, Howard; Frank T. 
Duncan, Baltimore; David W. Sloan ~§ I 
any; Austin L. Crothers, Cecil; Richard FE. 
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Brandt, Prince Georage’s; Wm. E. Stewart, 
Talbot; R. D. Jones, Worcester; Edward 
Gautt. Anne Arundel, and Charles A. Little, 
Washington. Thomas F. J. Rider, Wicomico; 
Walter W. Preston, Harford; B. H. Camailier, 
St. Mary’s; Henry J. Waters, Somerset; Robt. 
J. Juin, Caroline; Gilmore $. Hamill, Gar- 
rett; W. M. Stay, Kent; Charles E. Fink, 
Carroll; James T. Matthews, Charles P. B. 
Hopper, Queen Anne’s, P. T, Goldsborough, 
Dorchester; Francis Gantt, Calvert. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


The Fall River Bar Association held a 
special meeting a short time since. Hon. M. 
Heed presided, and Arthur 8. Phillips, served 
asclerk. The association appointed Milton 
Reed, John W. Cummings and L. E. Wood a 
committee to advance the candidacy, of An- 
drewJennings for the office of districtattorney. 
A. N. Lincoln, D. J. Slade and L. E. Wood 
were appointed a committee to arrange for a 
law library in the city of Fall River, in the 
new court house. Mr. Jackson reported for 
the committee on procuring a portrait of 
Simeon Borden, for the Fall River court 
house, and that Mr. Borden would sit for the 


portrait soon. 
MISSOURI. 


The St. Louis Law Library Association 
held its annual meeting Dec: 4, with Pres- 
ident Arba N. Crane; in the chair and Virgil 
Rule officiating as secretary. The election 
of officers for the ensuing year resulted as 
follows: President Arba N. Grane, vice-presi- 
dent, Horatio D. Wood; treasurer, Judge 
George Denison; secretary, Virgil Rule; 
directors, John W. Dryden; Thomas K. 
Skinker, Isaac H. Orr and Isaac H. Lion- 


berger. 

The annual report of President Crane 
showed the library to be in a prospeious con- 
dition. It now contains 20,041 volumes, 912 
of which were added during the past year. 
The statutes purchased during the year 
makes the collection in the library of the 
association the most complete in the country 
and probably the most valuab’e in the world. 

The following gentlemen were elected 
members of the association. Howard 8. 
Abbott, Richard T. Brownsigg, Sidney E. 
Davis, R. Graham Frost, Robert W. Goode, 
Berthold A. Lange, R. Lee Mudd, Hon. Edw. 
A. Noonan, Leo 8. Rassieur, Jr., Edgar R. 
Rombauer, Dave Rorick, Jr., Perry P. Taylor, 
Wentworth Terry, Wm. M. Tompkins, Hon. 
John M. Wood and L. R. Wilfley. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

The Southern Bar Association has issued 
@ pamphlet of its proveeding, its frontispi-ce 
containing half tone portraits of Chief Justice 
Doe and the associate justices of the supreme 
court, 

The Lawyers’ Debating League of Lancas- 
ter has organized as follows: C. B. Jordan, 
president; Edmund Sullivan, secretary and 
treasurer; I. W. Drew, Edmund Suallivan, 
Harry Hilliard, executive committee; C. D. 
Honing, Fletcher Ladd, W. P. Buckley, A. 
G. Fay, committee on rules. 

NEW JERSEY. 

The annual meeting of the Jersey City Bar 
Association was held Dec. 15., George L. 
Record was elected president; Colonel Charles 
Fuller, vice-president; Marshall Van Winkle, 
secretary and James G. Gordon was re elected 
treasurer. The following lawyers were pro- 
posed for membership:—John Dennin, Alex- 
ander Simpson, Alexander Young, Thomas F. 
Noon»n, William F. Klink and William E. 
Skinner. The president was directed to 
appoint a committee to arrange for the annual 


dinner. 
NEW YORK. 


At the last regular monthly meeting of the 
Association of New York City, thirty-two 
new members were admitted, among whom 
were Charles G. F. Wahle, Jr., Francis Far- 
b paser Erskine Hewitt, Wilson Lee Cannon, 
r., aud Howard C. wa: 

#®E. Francis Hyde, Will am P. Dixon and 
Franklin 8. Lord were elected an auditing 


committee. The following nominating com- 
mittee to select a ticket to be voted on at the 
next regular meeting of the association was 
elected: Joseph Larocque, John M. Bowers, 
William 8. Opdyke, George L. Rives, Francis 
M. Scott, John B. Pine, George Zabriskie, 
George C. Holt and Robert L. Harrison. Wm. 
A. Purrington, John H. Cole and Hammond 
Odell will be inspectors of election. 

The annual meeting of the Rochester Bar 
Association was held December 12, with a 
large attendance. William N. Cogswell read 
a paper on the judicial system of the state 
prior to 1845, and was heartily applauded at 
its close. The election of officers followed 
and resulted: President, Nathaniel Foote; 
first vice-president, John S. Desmond; second 
vice-president, James 8. Havens; secretary, 
William B. Hale; treasurer, William B. Lee ; 
trustees, George A. Carnahan, Elbridge T. 
Adams, Joseph 8S. Hunn, Joseph P. Varnum, 
John P. Bowman, Eugene H. Satterlee, Wm. 
N. Cogswell. New members elected were S. 
D. Bentley, John N. Beckley, Alvin Block 
and C. D. Feely. It was decided to give a 
dinner in the near future in honor of the 
supreme court judges, and the following com- 
mittee was appointed to make arrangements 
therefore; W. D. Elwanger, W. N. Cogswell, 
David Hays, W. W. Mumford and Joseph P. 
Varnum. 


Richmond County lawyers formed a Bar 
Association last month and adopted the con- 
stitution and by-laws of the New York city 
association, with such modifications as were 
necessary under local conditions. The or- 
ganization. however, will be run on prac- 
tically the same lines as the New York city 
association. The officers elected were: Alonzo 
Wheeler, president ; Abram Demarest, vice- 
president; George A. Wyre, secretary; A. X. 
Fallon, treasurer; Executive committee, the 
association’s officers, Irving Brown and Fred- 
erick Pennv, Haverstraw, and William T. B. 
Storms and William E. Gowdey, Nyack. A 
fine dinner was served after the meeting, and 
the association starts with bright prospects. 

The New York State Bar Association has 
received an elegant oil portrait of the late 
Col. Elliott F. Shepard. the gift of several of 
his friends. It is a perfect work of art, exe- 
cuted by one of the most distinguished lim- 
ners of the time. Col. Shepard was one of 
the founders of the association ; the president 
thereof for 1284 and ’85, and for many years 
an influential member of its executive com- 
mittee. At the time of his deith he wae 
editor and proprietor of the New York Mail 
and Express. Several years before his death, 
he retired from the active profession, thongh 
he never lost his interest in it or his admira- 
tion for it. His portrait is an appropriate 
addition to the large number of fine paint- 
ings of eminent jurists and lawyers, which, 
through the exertions of the secretary, L. 
B. Proctor, embellish the room of the asso- 
ciation in the capitol. 


OREGON. 


Judge W. P. Lord, who was elected pres- 
dent of the Oregon Bar Association at its 
recent annual meeting has appointed the 
following standing committees: 

Jurisprudence and statutory reform—Rufus 
Mallory, Portland; Frederick V. Holman, 
Portland; James McCain. McMinnville; Geo. 
E. Chamberlain, Albany; John J. Daly, 
Dallas. 

Jndicia’ administration and remedial pro- 
cedure—R. 8. Bean. Salem; James F. Wat- 
son R.S. Strahan, C. B. Bellinger, E. D. 
Shattuck, all of Portland 

Legal eduction and admission to the bar 
—W. M. Gregory, Wallace McCamant, H. H. 
Emmons, G. G. Ames, George H. Durham, 
all of Portland. 

Grievances—Glenn O. Holman, F. A. E. 
Starr, W. T. Muir, S. B. Linthieum, all of 
Portland; F. P. Mays, The Dalles. 

Legi-lation—L. B. Cox, Portland; Thos. 
&. ie Hillisboro; W. W. Cotton, Port- 
and; J. 
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To devise a plan to increase the members 
of the supreme court, etc.—C. E. 8. Wood, 
chairman, L L. McArthur, Raleigh Stott, 
Alfred F. Sears, all of Portland; A. 8. Ben- 
nett, The Dalles; Charles A. Johns, Baker 
City; Tilmon Ford, Salem; J. R. Bryson. Cor- 
vallis; W. R. Willis, Roseburg; L. R. Web- 
ster, Jacksonville. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

The Pittsburgh Bar Association met Dec. 2 
and elected the following members: J. R. 
Bell, James D. Murray, Jr., Allan B. Agney, 
A. M. Imbrie, Harry E. Carmack, William A. 
Challener and John F. Sanderson. 

Secretary E. J. Smith read a paper giving 
a biographical sketch of a number of attor- 
neys who were admitted to practice from 
1820 to 1850. The late Jobn H. Hampton 
had undertaken these sketches. A portion 
of the material gatherd by him, together 
with his introductory address, was incorpo- 
rated in the paper read yesterday. Among 
those to whom Mr. Smith referred were Cor- 
nelius Darragh. James Dunlop, Thomas Wil- 
liams, Fox Alden, John D. Mahon, Andrew 
Burke and Robert Woods. 

The executive committee reported that the 
annual dinner will be held some time in the 
early fature. 

On Des. 11, the lawyers of Allentown, met 
for thé purpose of organizing a law associa- 
tion. Temporary organization was affected 
by the election of A. G. DeWalt, Esq., as 
chairman and Frank Jacobs, Esq., as secre- 
tary. The following committee on constitu- 
tion and by laws and permanent organiza- 
tion was named: John Rupp, Eeq:, Hon. 
James 8. Biery, M. C. L. Kline and Harry 
G. Stiles, Esqs., and Major M. L. Kauffman. 
The committee is to have power to call the 
next meeting when the officers will be chosen 
and the association started on its road to use- 
fulness. 

Among the lawyers present were: A. G, 
Dewalt, Robert E. Wright, Edward Harvey, 
Morris L. Kauffman, W. LaMonte Gillette 
James 8. Biery, M. C. L. Kline, J. Marshal 
Wright, Harry G. Stiles, James L. Marsteller, 
Morris Hoats, Al. H. Sieger, Clint. A. Gro- 
man, Reuben J. Butz, David R. Horne, Frank 
Jacobs, W. K. Mohr, John L. Schwartz, F. 
T. L. Keiter, John Diefenderfer, James L. 
Schaadt, Thos F. Diefenderfer Evan Holben, 
John Rupp, J Jere Snyder, Thos. B. Metz- 
ger, James B. Deshler, Frank M. Trexler, 
Calvin Arner, Robert L. Schiffert, J. E. 
Durham F. A. R. Baidwin. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

The State Bar Association meet in Grafton 
on Jan. 3 and 4. Mr. D. C. Westenhaver of 
New nage Secretary, has issued the 
programme of the two days meeting, as 





. W. Hamilton, Roseburg; J. K. 
Weatherford, Albany. : 


follows: 
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First Day.—9 A. M., meeting of standing 
committee. 114. M., annual address of the 
president, Hon. J. D. Ewing, of Wheeling ; 
report of the committee on admission an 
election of members; rep: rt of the secretary; 
report of the treasurer; report of standjng 
committees—executive council, judicial ad- 
ministration and legal reform, legal educa- 
tion, grievances and legal biography. 2.30 
P. M., paper by Mr. Henry M. Russell, of 
Wheeling, topic, “Compensation of the Judi- 
ciary ;” discussion opened by Col. John T. 
McGraw, of Grafton; paper by T. O. Bullock, 
of Parkersburg, topic, ‘‘Prohate Jurisdiction 
and Administration of Estates ;” discussion 
opened by Hon. T. P. Jacobs, of New Mar- 
tinsville. 

Second Day.—9 a. M , report of special and 
standing committees. 10 a.m , paper by Mr. 
A. J. Clark, of Wheeling, topic, ‘‘Maturing 
of Causes and Expedition of Trials;” discus 
sion opened by Mr. Geo. E. Price, of Charles- 
ton ; paper by Hon. John W. Mason, of Fair- 
mont, topic, “Our Present Jory Law;” dis- 
cussion opened by George C. Sturgiss, of 
Morgantown. 230 Pp. M, recommendations 
to the Legislature; election of delegates to 
the American Bar Association ; nomination of 
officers; appointment of stauding commit- 
tees ; miscellaneous business, election of of- 
ficers. Special features to be hereafter an- 
nounced. 

CANADA, 

A meeting of the bar of London, Ont., was 
held Dee. 15. D. Fraser was appointed 
chairman and C.G. Jarvis secretary. It was 
decided to entertain visiting members of the 
Western Ontario Bar Association at a dinner 
ou the occasion of their meeting here, Dec. 28, 
to elect officers for the ensuing year, to pro 
cure the holding of a weekly sitting of the 
High Court at London, and other business. 
A committee was appointed to make the nec- 
essary arrangements 

The annual dinner of the Osgoode Legal 
and Literary Society, of Toronto, Ont., was 
held De:. 16, with which were united the 
members of the junior bar. The senior bar 
was also represented, and among those pres- 
ent were Messrs. John King, Q.C., Frank Ar- 
noldi, Q. C., Wallace Nesbitt, W. R. Riddell, 
Hartley Dewart, F. W. Harcourt, Angus Mac- 
Maurchy, H. W. Mowat, C. A. Masten, E. Bris- 
tol, C. D. Scott, W. E. Burritt of Toronto, W. 
E. Tisdaie of Simcoe, D’Arcy Martin of Ham- 
ilton, A. C. Macdonell, W. G. McWhinney, 


Alex. Boyd, Frank W. Maclean, F. W. Gray, 
Stewart Houstun, W. E. Hunter, and J. Mac- 


Gregor Young of Torouto. Mr. R. O. McCul- 
loch, the president, was inthe chair. A most 
enjoyable evening was spent,and every speech 
wasegood. The toast-list was short, but was 
well sustained. After the toast of ‘‘The 
Queen,” Mr. Bristol proposed the health of 
“The Senior Bar,” and Mr. Arnoldi replied, 
with excellent etfect. “The Junior Bar’ was 
the subject of an excellent and humorous 
speech from W. R Riddell. C. A. Masten re- 
plied, citing as a preceden: the regulations 
of the Inner Temple of the time of Charles IL., 
as applying to students. H. H. Dewart also 
replied. J. McGregor Young proposed ‘Ihe 
Osgoode Legal and Literary Society,” Wallace 
Nesbitt replying, as also did Messrs. Mc: ul- 
loch and J. J. Scott, the president and vice- 
president of the s ciety. John King took 
charge of the toast of *‘The Students at Law,” 
in an appropriate speech, the reply being 
made by G. R. Geary, D. L. McCarthy and J. 
T. C. Thompson. C. W. Scott and Mr.Griffin 
proposed and replied to the toast of ‘‘The 
Lidies.” A very fine literary programme ad- 
ded to the evening’s entertainment. It is 
hoped that this wi 1 be the beginning of an 
annual series of pleasant and convivial meet- 
ing of the younger members of the legal pro- 
fession in Toronto. The committee in charge 
of the euent wis compos: d of Messrs. 
R. O. McCulloch, chairman, F. W. Harcourt, 
Geo. Kappele, Frank Hilton, McGregor 
Young, C. VD. Scott, Stewart Houston, H. L. 
Watt, Fred. Anderson, G. R. Geary, F. Ford, 
R. A. Defries, Goldwin L. Smith, E. Miller. 





LAWYERS. 


What they are doing— Where they are — What is said 
of them—Professional news items. 





NEW ENGLAND STATES. 

Bristol, Conn.—The firm of Pierce & 
Winslow has been dissolved, the latter re- 
tiring. 

Hartford, Conn.—A. C. Bill and Jos. P. 
Tuttle will form a partnership. Both mem- 
bers are well known in this city. 

Hartford, Conn.—The firm of Hyde & 
Jeslyn having taken a new partner in the 

yerson of Geo. H. Gilman, will hereafter be 
snown as Hyde, Joslyn & Gilman. 

Bangor, Me.—Chief Justice John A. Peters 
of this city is suffering from a severe cataract 
of the eye which has been growing for sev- 
eral years. As soon as the cataract has 
reached the proper stage it will be removed. 

Bath, Me.—William T’. Hall is being urged 
for the appointment as judge of probate. 

Clinton, Mass.—Walter Perley Hall has a 
law office in Fitchburg. 

Lowell, Mass.—Charles 8. Lilley has been 
confirmed by the executive council, a« judge 
of the supreme court, to succeed Judge Cor- 
coran, resigned. 

Pittsfield, Mass.—Judge James T. Robinson 
of the probate court fell, recently, while de 


scending a flight of stairs, and broke one of 


his legs. 

Ware, Mass.—Jvhn H. Schoonmaker has 
been admitted to the Hampden county bar. 
For the present he will contiuue in the office 
of Gillett & McC!euch. 


Worcester, Mase.—James F. Timon has 
opened an office in the Walker building. 


Worcester, Mass.—The firm of Browne, 
Southgate & Moulton has ven dixsolved by 
mutual consent, by the withdrawal of Mr. 
Moulton. A new firm, consisting of Alexan- 
der P. Browne, Louis W. Southgate and 
Philip W. Southgate has been formed, as 
Browne, Southgate & Southgate, Mr. Philip 
W. Southgate having resigned from the ex- 
amining corps of the United States patent 
office to join this firm. The firm will have 
offices, as heretofore, in the Burnside Build 
ing, 339 Main street, Worcester, aud at 82 
Water street, Boston. The business of the 
firm will be devoted exclusively to patent 
matters, including cases in th+ United States 
courts, inteferences in the United States pa- 
tent office and the procuring of patents in all 
countries. 


Franklin, N. H.—F. E. Elder has opened 
an office in the Kenrick block. 


Walpole, N. H.—Judge Josiah G. Bellows 
has been appoint:d by Governor Smith, to 
the vacancy upon the ‘tate railroad com- 
mission. 

ee G- 
MIDDLE STATES. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—The firm of P att & Whe el- 
er, recently dissolved, as stated in our last 
issue, is succeeded by the firm of Platt & 
Sanger, consisting of Heury N. Platt and 
Eugene M. Sanger, with Judge Myron H. 
Peck as counsel. The new firm retains the 
library and continnes the business of the old 
firm in the same offices, No. 248 Main St. 

Mount Vernon, N. Y.—Charles H. Ostrander 
and George B. Crawford form the new firm 
of Ostrander & Crawford. 

New Rochelle, N. Y.—Herbert 8. Carpen- 
ter, has opened an office in the post office 
building. 

New York City.—United States Senator, 
David B. Hill was admitted to practice be- 
fore the supreme court of the United States, 
last month. In the formal announcement 
his home was given as Albany, N. Y. 

—The law firm of Purdy & Evans has been 
dissolved. 

—James R. Mitchell has been granted an 
absolute divorce from his wife Ida M. 
Mitchell. 
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—Judge Henry W. Bookstaver of the court 
of common pleas of this city was recently 
attacked and robbed, sustaining slight in- 
juries and a small loss at the hands of his 
assailants. 

—The firm of Hoadley, Lauterbach & 
Johnson, lost its junior member, Edgar M. 
Johnson, by death, last month. It is under- 
stood that the firm name will be preserved. 
Edward Lauterbauch of that firm, will be a 
member of the approaching constitutional 
convention. 

—Col John R. Fellows was sworn in as 
district attorney for this city and county, on 
the Ist inst.,and the following named ap- 
pointees to the office of assistant district 
attorney, also took the prescribed oath of 
office: Ba tow 8. Weeks, Harry D. Macdeona, 
Vernon M. Davis, John F. McIntyre and 
Francis L. Wellman. 


—Surrogate Rastus 8. Ransom, who retired 
from office on the Ist inst, will go back to 
the practice of law and join the firm of Koor- 
aem, Hamilton, Beckett & Ransom of No. 
160 Broadway, as counsel. His son, Porte 
F. Ransom is already a member of the firm, 
which hs made a specialty of pract'ce in the 
sorrogate’s court. Charles H. Beckett, an- 
other member ot the firm, was formerly pro- 
bate clerk in the surrogate’s office. 


—The Gilbert Elliott Law Co.. on the first 
of this month, opened branch offices in New- 
ark, N. J., under the management of W. 
( larence Damron, late of Gordansville, Va., 
and at Atlanta, Ga., under the management 
of Wm. W Davies and shepard Bryan. 

Stephen C. Bragaw, recently elected vice- 
president has gone to the St. Louis, Mo., 
office, instead of to the office here, as pre- 
viously stated. 

—The law firm of Townsend, Dyett & Ein- 
stein, consisting of Randolph W. Townsend, 
Anthony R Dyett and Benjamin Eivustein, 
has been dissolvedl by mutual consent. Mr. 
Townsend and Mr. Dyett, who have ben 
partners for thirty years will contine under 
the name of Townsend & Dyett, and will 
keep the r officers in the Importers’ & Trad- 
ers Bank buildi:g at 267 Broadway. Mr. 
Einstein will asseciate himself with several 
young men who have been conuected with 
the firm, avd will have offices in the Mutual 
Life building. Mr. Townsend is 83 years 
old, but is strong in mind and body. 


— Twenty-two covers were laid in the ban- 
quet room of the Democratic Club, No. 617 
Fifth avenue, on the evening of Dec. 28, and 
twenty-one members sat down to diue and 
to do honor to the twenty-second man, who 
was Surrogate-elect John H. V. Arnold. The 
room was tastefully decked with flags and 
the table with smilax and roses. Dinner 
was served at 7 P. M., and those who had 
gathered to t the guest of the evenin 
were all his former associates and officers 0 
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the club. They were John Fox, Henry A. 
Gildersleeve, William E. Curtis, Bartow 8. 
Weeks, Roger Foster, A. A. Alling, E. D. 
Neustadt, Hamilton B. Tompkins, Gilbert D. 
Lamb, G. Willet Van Nest, Orlando B. Pot- 
ter, John D. Crimmins, Charles F. Allen, 
Thomas D. Bell, A. Walker Otis, George T. 
Davidson, Rollin M. Morgan, J. Rockwell 
Fay, Jefferson H. Levy and F, H. Chapif. 

—The oath of office was recently adminis- 
tered by Presiding Justice Van Brunt to the 
following lawyers who have passed the sern- 
tiny of the committee on examinations and 
that on character: 


Louis B. Adama, Charles L. Applegate, Francis M. 
Applegate, Charles Bienenfield, Lawrence Leo Boyle, 


Leve J. Benoit, Albert S Bard, Martin B. Cohn, John 
F. Cowan. Max Cohen, Harry B. Davis, John Davis, 
Frank J. Davis, Charles N. Dohs, Jobn E Duffy, Sam- 
uel W. Dunscomb, Jr., Clarence 5. Davis, Juseph G. 


Engel. John P. Everett Robert J Fox. John French, 
Joseph P. Fallon, Jr., John Ford, Addison Gardner, 
Francis J. Griffin, Thomas F, Galwey, John W. Hutch 
inson, Jr.. Michael J. Horan, George W. Hamlin, 
Emanuel I. 8 Hart, Samuel V. Heimburger, Lewis 8. 
Hasbim, James M. Hallowell, Thomas Kelly, Mayer 
Kronacher, Irving J. —_ James G. King. George 
M. Levantri:t, William P. Maloney, Archibald A. 
McGlashan. Charles 5. Martin, Warren A. Mayon. 
Robert R. McKee, Charlies C. Nott Jr., Thomas C. 
O Sullivan, Isaac Philips, William Phulppea, Albert 
Ritchie, William G. Romaine, Henry C. 5. Stimpson, 
Philip I. Sinnott, William H. Smith, Alvin Summers, 
Odell D. Tompkios, Athelstan Vaughan, Albert W. 
Venino, J. Edwards Wyckoff, Henry M. Ward. Lewis 
B. Woodruff, Max G. Wildnauer, Charies A Winter. 

Eight candidates were rejected out of a 
class of sixty. 

—W. W. Williamson has also passed the 
necessary examinations. 

bn N. Y¥.—The firm of Whitney & 
Bulger has dissolved. Mr. Bulger will prac- 
tice in the Grant block. 

Plattsburgh, N. Y.—S. Vilas Beckwith, a 
recent graduate of the New York Law School, 
has entered the tirm of Beckwith & sotsford, 
which will be hereafter known as Beckwith, 
Botsford & Beckwith. 

Poughkeepsie, N. Y.—Joseph F. Barnard, 
of this city, Chief Justice of the 2nd Depart- 
ment of the supreme court, which includes 
the city of Brooklyn, retired from the bench 
on Dec. 31, after nearly a third of a century 
of judicial service. No more upright judge, 
and none more highly esteemed by the pro- 
fession and the people has sat upon the bench 
of the court he now leaves only because he 
has reached the constitutional age limit of 
seventy years. His retirement was signalized 
by a banquet, given in his honor in Brooklyn, 
attended by some of the most eminent law- 
yers and citizens in that part of the state. 


Saranac Lake, N. Y.—John D. Fillmore, 
having formed a co-partnership with Beck- 
with, notsford & Beckwith of Plattsburgh, 
has opened an office here, under the name of 
Beckwith, Botsford & Fillmore. 

Syracuse, N. Y.—Attorney-General elect 
Theodore E. Hancock of this city, bas an- 
nounced the following ———- Second 
Deputy Attorney-General Gilbert D. B. Has- 
brouck of Kingston ; deputy attorney- general 
according to the provisions of secti»n 51, 
article 5, chapter 683 of the Laws of 1892, 
John C. Davies of Camden; assistant to the 
attorney-general, Clarence W. Francis of 
New Yors ; brief clerk to the Attorney-Gene- 
ral, George C. Baker of Comstocks ; confiden- 
tial clerk to the Attorney-General, Frank W. 
Parsons of Weedsport. Mr. Hancock some 
time ago decided to retain John W. Hogan 
in the office of first deputy attorney.general 
for the present, at least. 

Woodhull, N. Y.—F. H. Robinson will con 
tinue iu practice as well as hold the office of 
county judge. 

Canton, Pa.—The law firm of Lilley & 
Brovuks has been dissolved. Mr. Lilley moved 
to Towanda Jan, ist, to enter upon his duties 
as Prothonotary. 


Mauch Chunk, Pa.—The well known law 
firm of Craig & Loose, has dissolved. The 
firm was composed of Hon. Allen Craig and 
James 8. Loose. The election of Mr. Craig 





caused that gentleman to retire from the 
practice of the profession 

James 8. Loose, the junior member of the 
firm, and Donglas Craig, son of the judge- 
elect, have formed a partnership, and will 
continue the practice of law under the firm 
name of Loose & Craig 

Mercer, Pa.—Samuel B. Griffith, Jr., has 
formed a partnership with Wallace W. 
Moore. 

Norristown, Pa.—The firm of Hobson & 
Hendricks has dissolved. F.G. Hobson will 
practice alone, while A. H. Hendricks opens 
in Pottstown. 

Shenandoah, Pa.—Sol. Foster of Pottsville, 
has opened a branch office here. 

Wellsboro, Pa.—A. B. Dunsmore has be- 
gun to practice in the Wright block. 

—— EQ 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Newport, Ark.—James A. Watkins mar- 
ried Miss Elien Watson, on the 29th ult, 


Athens, Ga.—Hon. R. B Russell has been 
admitted to practice in the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States. 
New Orleans, La.—Hon. Chas. Parlange has 
been nominated to succ: ed the late Edward C. 
Billings as judge of the United States district 
court for the eastern distiict of Louisiana. 
Mr. Parlange is a native of this city, and 
about 40 years old. He was elected State 
senator and resigned in 1884, when he was 
appointed by President Cleveland United 
States attorney for the eastern district. Last 
spring he was nominated and elected lieu- 
tenant governor. On the resignation, seve- 
ral months since, of Associate Justice Fenner 
of the supreme court he was appointed by 
Gov. Foster to fill the vacancy, which posi- 
tion he now holds. He is also a partner of 
the tirm of White, Parlange & Fuster, the 
head of which is Hon. E. D. White, present 
senior United States senator from this State. 
Easton, Md.—Chas. E. Stranahan of Balti- 
more, aud R. Herbert Martin of this city 
have formed a partnership under the name 
of Stranahan & Martin. 
Towson, Md.—Col. David G. McIntosh was 
unanimously endorsed by the members of the 
Baltimore county bar, for the position of cir- 
cuit judge of the four h judicial circuit of 
the United States, to succeed the late Judge 
Bond. 
Rocky Mount, N. C.—Jacob Battle of the 
firm of Bunn & Battle, has been appointed 
to fill Judge H.G. Conner’s place on the 
bench, and the latter succeeds the former in 
a partnership with Benjamin H. Bunn. 
Charleston, 8S. C.—Judge Charles H. Sim- 
onton, of this city, has been selected by Pres- 
ident Cleveland as judge of the fourth judi- 
cial circuit court, in place of Judge Bond de- 
ceased. He is about 63 years old and a na- 
tive of Fairfield County, 8. C. He served as 
colonel in the confederate army in the late 
war, and has been a member of the legisla- 
ture for several terms, serving as chairman of 
its most important committces. 
Memphis, Tenn.—L. M. Neblett, a nephew 
of Judge L. B. McFarland, was admitted to 
the practice of law on Dec. 9. 
Dallas, Tex.—M. C. Cullen has been ap- 
pointed assistant in the office of County At- 
torney John P. Gillespie, vice J. R. Oeland, 
resigned. 
Groesbeck, Tex.—The bar unanimously in- 
dorse D A. Munn of Crockett, for the federal 
judgeship of the new southern district to be 
created. 
Laredo, Tex.—F. B. Earnest has been ap- 
pointed customs collector of this district. 
Temple, Tex.—S. C. Tapp and A. J. Joiner 
have been admitted to pratice. 
Bristol, Va.—The Marion bar indorse Hon. 
Jehn A. Buchanan for judge of the supreme 
court of appeals, and John P. Sheffey for 
judge of the circuit court. 
Lynchburg, Va.—Don. P. Halsey has been 


Morgantown, W. Va.—The partnership 
which has existed for thirty years between 
Hon. G. C. Sturgiss and Hon. R. L. Berk- 
shire has been dissolved. 

————_qp—_—————— 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Chicago, I1l.—A new law firm here is com- 
posed of James W. Kenney and Homer K. 
Galpin. Their office is at 1505 Ashland 
block. 

Chicago, I1l.—The marriage of Jesse Hold- 
en of the Chicago bar and Miss Mabel Brady 
occurred at Dobb’s Ferry, N. Y., on the 
22d ult. 

Chicago, Ill.—S. K. Dow, George R. Walk- 
er and A. H. Walker, have united to form 
the firm of Dow, Walker & Walker, with 
offices at 513 to 516, 100 Washington street. 
Chicago, Ill. Harrison Musgrave of the 
law firm of Flower, Smith & Musgrave of 
this city, was admitted to the bar of the 
supreme court of the United States last 
month at Washington. 

Chicago, I1l.—Will H. Moore of the Chica- 
go bar, after eighteen jears of successful 
practice, announces his retirement, to devote 
his time to his vortgage investment business. 
This action is taken after a-quiring from his 
practice a considerable competence, aud 
what is more unusual in fulfillment of plans 
made before he was admitted to the bar. 
His office is at 113 Adams street. 


Chicago, I!1 —The following persons passed 

the exawination for admission to the Bar be- 

fore the appellate court at O.tawa on Dec. 7, 

and received certificates of qualificatio.: 

Mary Kennedy Brown, Leonard &. Batherst, 

Henry L. Blaisdell, Frank W. Coler, 

Dwight B. Carmichael, Fred A. Dolph, 

Edgar W. McPherran, Conrad H. Poppen- 
husen, Louis F. Strawn, Frank E. shopen, 

Jay L. Spauld ng, Willard M. Smith, Frede- 
ric P. Vose, Guy Payson Williams, Spencer 
M. White. 

Chicago, Ill.—Among the changes in law 
firms we notice the formation of the new firm 
of Arnd, Evans & Arnd, com of Charles 
Arnd, Lynden Evans and Frederick Arnd. 
Until May 1, 1894, Charles Arnd will remain 
in the former offices of Sears & Arnd, rooms 
20 to 22, No. 99 Washington street, and will 
have charge of the uvtinished business of 
Sears & Arnd. Lynden Evans and Frede- 
rick Arnd will remain in their present offices, 
Suite 21, No. 95 Dearborn street, until the 
same time. The old firm of Sears & Arnd, 
has been aissolved by taking the senior mem- 
ber, Nathaniel C. Sears, and placing him on 
the benca of the superior court. 


Chicago, I1l.—The firm of Aldrich, Payne 
& Defrees, has been dissolved by the elec- 
tion of Mr. Payne as a jadge of the superior 
court of Cook county and by mutual consent. 
Mr. Aldrich will continue the practice of the 
law at Rooms 209 and 210 Home Insurance 
Building. Mr. Defrees, Mr. Brace and Mr. 
Ritter have formed a partnership under the 
firm name of Defrees, Brace & Ritter, aud 
will continue to occupy Rooms 1101-1104 
Home Insurance Building. The accounts 
due the late firm are payable to, and its busi- 
ness will be continued by Defrees, Brace & 
Ritter, except as has been otherwise 
and except as clients may otherwise direct. 


Springfield, Il1l.—The appellate court has 
announced that the following law students 
hau passed a successful examination and 
would be licensed to practice. Ira. J. Bell, 
Elmer B. Jackson, William B. Morris, Frede- 
rick Merritt, William L. Patton and William 
Lyancey, Springfield: Ira J. Covey, Spencer 
Ewing, John Mayne Pollack, Bloomington ; 
Oliver S. Brown, Miles Kehoe. Hugo Pam, 
Chicago; W. E. stipp and H. M. Wiley, 
Bushnell; Albert C. Anderson, Charlestun ; 
Ustace W.C.ism, Carrollton ; Charles Dicker- 
son, Carthage; Adam Gard, Ma shall; John 
A. Goodwin, Normal ; George F. Houston, 


Vandalia; John J. Ingram, Rock Island; John 
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admitted to practice here. 





William Kuttruff, Watseka; Robert L. Mont- 
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mery, Jacksonville; Ralph M. Riggs, Win- 
emer: Lewis Senker” Carlinys e; La 
Fayette H. Shelly, Decatur; G. Dallas, Tinch 
White, J.C. Thompson, Macomb; 8. H. Arm- 
strong, Canton. 


Fort Wayne, Ind.—Veits & Veits have 
gone out of practice. 

Fort Wayne, Ind.—The law firm of Morris, 
Bell, Barrett & Morris has been appointed 
attorneys for the county, by the board of 
commissioners. 

Pendleton, Ind.—Mr. Retherford succeeds 
the firm of Manning & Retherford. 


Sallivan, Ind.—Hon. G. W. Buff will re- 
sume the practice of law, going into partner- 
ship with W. R. Nesbit, of this city. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—Joshua Jump having 
been appointed collector of internal revenue, 
the firm of Jump, Lamb & Davis will be dis- 
solved. J.C. Davis will practice aione, and 
Jobn E. Lamb will form a partnership with 
John T. Beasley, who comes from Indian- 
apolis. 

Thorntown, Ind.—Angus 8. Wills of this 

lace has been appointed gauger under Col- 
ector Jump of Terre Haute. 


Wabash, Ind.—The firm of Kidd & Hauk- 
er is dissolved by mutual consent. 


Wabash, Ind.—Judge Jacob S. Slick, for- 
merly of the Fulton circuit court, and lately 
solicitor at Chicago, for the Chicago & Erie 
Railroad, but now in practice here, has pur- 
chased a half interest in the Wabash Times 
and Sunday Morning Call. 


Boone, Iowa.—ihe firm of Ramsey & 
Brewster has been dissolved, the latter re- 
moving to Whitehall, Ill. 

C-dar Rapids, Ia.—Leo Palda and Frank 
T. Dempsey have engaged in the practice of 
law here. 


Corydon, Ia.—Hon. Lewis Miles has re- 
signed the office of United States district at- 
torney for the southern district of Iowa, 
which ke has held for the past four years, 
and his resignation has been accepted. 


Fort Madison, Ia.—Another new law firm 
has decided to locate in Fort Madison. It is 
that of McCrary, Craig & Harrington. The 
personnel! of the firm is A. J. McCrary and 
John E. Craig of Keokuk, both men of many 
— of legal practice and experience, and 

Harri m of this city who will have 
the management of the firm’s business here. 


Bowling Green, O.—A. B. Murphy and A. 
R. Campbell formed a partnership on the 1st 
inst. 


Hamilton, Ohio.—Henry L. Kranth of the 
well known firm of Hally & Kranth of this 
city was married a short time since to Miss 
Elberta Urmston also of Hamilton. 

Kenton, 0.—T. B. Black and T. C. Mahon 
have concluded t» form a law par.nership. 
The firm name will be Black & Mahon. 

Marion, O.—McNeal & Wolford the oldest 
established law firm in this place disselved 
Jan. 1 by expiration. The individual part- 
ners were J. F. McNeal and John A. Wolford. 
Mr. McNeal setains the firm’s old quarters 
and will associate his sons, Alfred and Bert, 
in the business. Mr. Wolford will practice 
alone for the present. 

Madison, Wis.—A new firm in this city is 
composed of N. P. Stenhjen and A. W. Ander- 
son. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Edwin F. Van Vechten 
and Orrin W. Bow have formed a partnership, 
and have opened offices in the Loan & Trust 
Building. 

—_~+ —_—— 


WESTERN STATES. 


Phoenix, Ariz.—Capt. J. W. Crenshaw 
and J. M. Dameron have formed a partner- 
ship to be known as Dameron & Crenshaw. 

Reno, Colo.—The law firm of Goodwin & 
Dodge has opened an office in the new Nevada 
Bank ay 3 The firm consists of J. D. 
Goodwin, E. R. Dodge and W. N. Goodwin. 
They have an office in Quincy, where J. D. 





Goodwin is located; another in Susanville, 
which is in charge of W. N. Goodwin and the 
one in Reno will be the headquarters of E. 
R. Dodge. 

Newton, Kan.—Harry C. Robinson has been 
admitted to the bar. 

Topeka, Kan.—The firm of Murray & 
Abrahams is a new one here. 

Washington, Kan.—Omar Powell of this 
city has been elected vice-president of the 
Gilbert Elliott Law Co. of New York city, 
and removed thereto Jan. 1. The business 
of the firm of Powell & Powell will be con- 
tinued by his brother, Fred. Powell, under 
the same firm name. 


Minneapolis, Minn.—Frank C. Brooks, of 
the firm of Brooks & Hendrix of this city, is 
beivg strongly urged by the bar of this city 
as successor to Judge Canty of the district 
court, who, on the lst of January, takes his 
seat on the supreme bench to which he was 
recently elected. 


St. Paul, Minn.—The names of the success- 
ful candidates fer admission to the bar, re- 
cently examined by the State board, are as 
follows: Minneapolis, T. A. Garrity, B. B. 
Brett, W. B. Evans and H. E. Holdridge; 
Duluth, George L. Kelly, B. S. Rude, Bert 
Fessler and Arthur Keetch ; St. Paul, Charles 
Conradis, John Cavenaugh and C, W. Ney; 
Redwood Falls, B. F. Fowler; New Ulm, J. 
M. Olsen; Wabasha, J. W. Murdock. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Col. M. A. Fyke, has 
associated Ed. E. Yates, late of Gallatin, Mo., 
with him in business partnership. 


Kansas City, Mo.—The following were re- 
cently admitted to the bar: J. C. Swift, 
James Thomas, Peter Bell, William D. 
Majors, H. T. Roberts, Henry Brovks, E. H. 
Jones, F. J. Chase, H. H. Cook and J. G, 
Park. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Hon. Geo. J. Medill will 
retire from practice as he has been elected 
president of the Union Trust Cv. of St. Paul. 

Omaha, Neb.—Samuel P. Brigham, form- 
erly a well known newspaper man here, will 
practice, with offices in Packer’s National 
Bank building. 

Bismarck, N. D.—It is reported that Hon. 
R. N. Stevens of Lisbon bas formed a law 
partnership with Surveyor General Williams 
and will locate here. 

Fargo, N. D.—J. E. Green will open a new 
suite of offices in the Smith block. 

Enid, Okla.—Wm. J. Larimer is a new- 
comer to this place. 

Guthrie, Okla.—Morgan, Pancoast & Bak- 
er is the new name ot the well known firm of 
Morgan & Pancoast, Mr. Baker having re- 
cently been added to the membership. 

Mitchell, 8S. D,—Moses & Fellows is the 
name of a new law firm at this firm. 

Mitchell, 8. D.—A. E. Hitchcock has been 
admitted to practice before the United States 
court. 

Provo City, Utah.—S. R. Thurman has 
been appointed assistant prosecuting attor- 
ney for this district. 

——\_ oe —__—__ 


PACIFIC STATES. 


Oakland, Cal.—Carl F. Wood has been 
admitted to the bar. His brother is Justice 
Frederick Wood. 


Sacramento, Cal.—John H. Liggett and 
M. T. Clottilter have been admitted to prac- 
tice in this State. 

Saeramento, Cal.—Hon. J. C. Brusie and 
W.H. Layson, Deputy Attorney-General, who 
have been associated for some time past in 
the law business, have dissolved partnership. 

Sacramento, Cal.—The supreme court ex- 
amined the following named applicants for 
license to practice in all the courts of the 
State, and they passed: A.C. Aikin, A. A. 
Watson, C. F. Wood, R. C. Harrison, W. F. 
Williamson, H. D. Melone, Otto C. Gregor, 
Max Grimm, Neil A. Macquarrie, Frank Free- 
man, J. W. Bourdette, J. T. Summerville, C. 





A. Bliss, R. A. Foppe, H. A. Gabriel, M. C, 
Sloss, Frank McGlynn, C. M. Beckwith, 
Charles H. Cocker, Thomas P. Boyd W. W, 
Jenks was also admitted on a license from 
another Siate. 


San Francisco, Cal.—Walter 8S. Hinkle has 
resigned his position as Second Assistant Dis- 
trict Attorney to engage in private law prac- 
tic8. Third Assistant A. P. Black has been 
promoted to the vacancy and Edgar D. Peix- 
otto has been —— by District Attorney 
Barnes his third assistant. 

Toledo, Oreg.— A. L. McFadden has located 
here fur the practice of law, being Toledo’s 
first regular attorney. 


Spokane, Wash.—Wm. A. Heneke succee's 
the firm of Mendenhall & Heneke. 


—_——_<—»___— 


CANADA. 


Winnipeg, Man., Can.—Isaac Pitblado, a 
popular young lawyer of this city, has been 
appointed registrar of Manitoba University, 
vice D, McIutyre resigned. 

St. John, N. B.—L. P. D. Tilley has opened 
an office in this city. 

Toronto, Ont.—The firm of Bain, Laidlaw 
& Kappale is dissolved, John Bain, Q. C., 
head of the firm, having died. 

Montreal, Que.—The firm of Laflamme, 
Cross & Bernard is dissolved by the death of 
the senior member, ex-Minister of Justice 
Rudolphe Laflamme, Q. C. 

Montreal, Que.—John 8. Archibald, Q. C., 
been appointed to the vacancy in the sn- 
perior court created by the elevation of Jus- 
tice Wurtele to the seat in the court of ap- 
peals vacated by the retirement of Justice 
Cross. Judge Archibald is regarded as emi- 
nently well qualified for this high position, 
and evjoys the respect and confidence of the 
public. 


NEWS ITEMS. 


Charles Griffin of New York city, is under 
arrest, charged with grand larceny. 


Kimball & Phillips of Oshkosh, Wis., were 
burned out recently, loss $1,000, no insur- 
ance. 

John B. O’Brien of Boston, Mass., with 
offices at 53 State street, has gone into in- 
solvency. 

Z.G A. Haworth of Cincinnatti, O., is un- 
der arrest charged with obtaining money un- 
der false pretenses. 

A warrant has been issued for the arrest of 
Attorney Kavanough of Dakota City, Neb., 
on a charge of obtaining money under false 
pretenses. 


Samuel A. Kistler of Lancaster, O., has 
been sued for divorce by his wife, Cora A. 
Kisler, the principal charges being cruelty 
and non-support. 


Gullett & Brown of Gunnison, Col., were 
were damaged by fire on Dec. 6, their library 
and other office effects being injured to the 
extent of $1,500, insurance of about $800. 


John F. Simmons of West Winstead, Conn. 

was arrested last month for violation of the 

tal rules in mailing a postal card contain- 
ing threats, with a view to collect a bill. 


Frank McKinney, a young lawyer of Terre 
Haute, Ind., is under charges of embezzle- 
ment.- Judge Taylor of the circuit court has 
appointed a committee of the bar to investi- 
gate the same. 
Hayes Lougee of Boston, Mass., was recent- 
ly adjudged in contempt of court by Judge 
nbar, in causing to be published in a Bos- 
ton newspaper an article ee the Nor- 
ton-Savage case. The lawyer was fined $200. 
N. P. H. Proctor of Crawfordsville, Ind., 
has disappeared, but no charges of illegal or 
dishonest practices are made against him. 
His health has been extremely poor for some 
time past, and his friends are concerned over 
his absence. 
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J. C. Dean, of the firm of Sweet & Dean, of 
Oklahoma City, Okla., was recently arrested 
and bound over to the grand jury, on the 
charge of swindling. 


Herbert W. Edmunds, of Cape May City, 
N. J., whose business and professional dere- 
lictions of late, have been reported in these 
columns, committed suicide by taking mor- 
phine. 

Charles Sullivan of Chicago, IIl., has been 
sentenced to six months in the county jail for 
contempt of court in repeatedly refusing to 
obey the courts’ order to return to a client 
an extortionate payment for services, which 
payment was secured and made through 
sharp practice on the part of Sullivan. 


The will of the late Walter E. Smith of the 
town of New Lots, N. Y., who died Dec. 23 
last, was filed fur probate recently. He be- 
queaths all his personal property to his sis- 
ters, Mary M. Sampson and Sarah M. Clark, 
and in addition $8,000 left to him by the will 
of William H. Smith, dated July 3, 1869. 


Cuddeback & Ouchei, attorneys of Buffalo, 
N. Y., recently sustained heavy damages by 
fire. Their loss includes a law library val- 
ued at $1,500. It was insured for $8 0. 
Judge Joseph V. Seaver had an office with 
that firm. He possessed a valuable law li- 
brary, which, it is said, could not be re- 
placed for less than $3,000. It was insured 
for $1,000. 


e 

Charles F. Repath of Seattle, Wash., over 
whom a charge of forgery has been hanging 
since last summer has been discharged on the 
ground that he has not been brought to trial 
within the time limitation prescribed by the 
statute. The prosecuting attorney has given 
notice of appeal. Repath was arrested and 
tried in April last, on a similar charge, but 
was acquitted, the prosecution not being 
able to satisfactorily prove that the chec« in 
question was not genuine. 


James D. Hallen, who has an office at No. 
96 Broadway, New York city, has been 
charged with swindling a client out of $23,- 
300;suit has been brought in the supreme court 
against him to recover that smount. Affi- 
davits were presented, in which it was al- 
leged that he has fled the State ostensibly to 
go to Philadelphia and has not since been seen 
at his home or at his office. An attachment 
was issued to the sheriff, who seized six 
horses, carriages, harness, etc., belonging, it 
is claimed, to Mr. Hallen. 


Am 


Attorney General Olney’s Report. 


The annual report of Attorney General 
Olney notes with gratification that the su- 
preme court is making reasonable progress 
in overcoming the arrears of business which, 
uutil the establishment of the circuit courts 
of appeals steadily increased from year to 
year. Of the fee system the attorney general 
says: ‘*The system by which United States 
district attorneys, marshals, clerks aud com 
m'ssioners are paid by fees has been so often 
and so emphatically condemned—is so inde- 
fensible in principle and works such g oss 
injustice in practice—that its survival to this 
time is nothing less than a wonder and a re- 
proach. In recommending its -ummary 
abolition I merely indorse a change of policy 
which has received the earne-t advocacy of 
every attorney general for the last twenty 
years. Illustrations of the wastefuluess and 
the incongruities of the present system 
abound on every hand. Congress woult not 
dream of paying any United States district 
attorney an annual salary twice as large as 
that received by a judge of the ——— court 
of the United States, yet under the fee sys- 
tem the office of a United States attorney in 
one district has in recent years realized to its 
incumbent at least $20,000 a year.” 





Concerning the Sherman Anti-Trust law of 
July 2, 1890, the attorney general says: 

‘‘ There has been and probably still is a 
widespread impression that the aim and effect 
of this statute are to probibit and prevent 
those aggregations of capital which are so 
common at the present day and which are 
sometimes on so large a scale as to practical- 
ly control all the branches of an extensive 
industry. It would not be useful, even if it 
were possible, to ascertain the precise pur- 
poses of the framers of the statute. It is 
sufficient to point out what small basis there 
is for the popular impression referred to. In 
the first since, the subject matter upon which 
the statute operates and alone can operate is 
any part of the trade or commerce among the 
several States, or with foreign nations. 
There is necessarily exempt from the provis- 
ions of that statute an immense mass of con- 
tracts, dealings and transactions which arise 
and are carried on wholly Within State lines 
and are wholly within the jurisdiction of a 
State. On another ground—namely, that 
special and ex ‘lusive legislation had been en- 
acted respecting them—railroad comp nies 
engaged in intersta'e transportation have 
been held not to be within the purview of 
the statute. In the next place, the subject 
watter of the statute as thus limited is tu be 
protected from (1) monopolies, (2) attempts 
to monopolize, (3) combinations o! companies 
to monopolize and (4) contracts, combina- 
tions or conspiracies, in form of trusts or 
otherwise, in restraint of trade or commerce. 
But as all ownership of property is of itself a 
monopoly and as every business contract or 
transaction may be viewed as a combination 
which more or less restrains some part or 
kind of trade or commerce, any literal appli- 
cation of the provisions of the statute is out 
of the question.” 


The attorney general quotes the decision 
rendered by Justice Jackson when circuit 
judge of the southern circuit of Oh o, which 
he says, deals with the statute thoroughly 
and comprehensively, and coming from a 
judge who is now an associate justice of the 
supreme court must be regarded as entitled 
to the highest consideration. His conclu- 
sions, as briefly summarized, are: 


(1) That congress cannot limit the right of 
State corporations or of citizens in the ac- 
qu sition, accumulation and control of prop- 
erty; (2) that ope cannot prescribe the 
prices at which such property shall be sold 
by the owner, whether a corporation or indi- 
vidual ; (3) that dongress cannot make crimi- 
nal the intents and purposes of persons in 
the acquisition and control of property which 
the State of their residence or creation sanc- 
tion ; (4) that ‘“‘monopoly,” as prohibited by 
the statute, means an exclasive right in one 
party, coupled with a legal restriction or re- 
straint upon some other party which pre- 
vents the latter from exercising or enjoying 
the same right, and (5) that contracts in re- 
straint of trade and commerce as prohibited 
are contracts in general restraint thereof, 
and such as would be void at common law 
independently of any statute. 


‘This exposition of the statute,” says At- 
t rney General Olney, “has not so far been 
questioned by any court and is to bs accepted 
and acted upon until disapproved by a triba- 
nal of last resort. In view of it the cases 
popularly supposed to be covered by the 
statute are almost, without exception, obvious- 
ly not within its provisions, since to make 
hom applicable not merely must capital be 
brought together and applied in large masses, 
but the accumulation must be made by means 
which impose a legal disability upon others 
from engaging in the s.me trade or industry). 

Numer.us suits under the statute, however, 
have already been brought—others may be— 
and it is manifest that questions of such 
gravity, both in themselves and in respect of 
the pecuniary interests involved, ought not 
to rest for their final determination upon the 
decision of a single judge, however forcible 
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and weighty. I have therefore deemed it 
my duty to push for immediate hearing a 
case involving these questions, and, unless 
prevented by some unforeseen obstacle, shall 
endeavor to. have it advanced for argument 
at the present term of the supreme court.” 


—“o 


The Green Bag. 


Among the few exchanges whose files we 
reserve, there is none which we prize more 
ighly or read with greater interest, than 

that ae —S for lawyers,” 
The Green Bag, edited by Horace W. Fuller, 
and published by the Boston Book Company, 
Boston, Mass. Its we advent is a regu- 
lar tonic, brightening and invigorating 
wearied faculties of the hard working lawyer. 
with matter of an historical as well as ofa pro- 
fessionally social value. Its announcement 
for the current volume promisesgontributions 
from several eminent lawyers whose names 
have not yet appeared upon its pages. The 
excellent series of supreme court articles will 
be continued, together with its standard fea- 
ture of biographical sketches, with portraits, 
and a new feature in the shape of crisp re- 
eee of a number of celebrated ‘‘Old World 
Trials.” 





To all old subscribers remitting a subscrip- 
tion for 1894, before the 10th of the present 
month, and to all new subscribers, the pub- 
lishers present a handsome group picture 
(24 in. by 30 in.) of the eight chief justices of 
the supreme court of the United States, viz. : 
John Jay, John Ruth , Oliver Ellsworth, 
John Marshall, Roger B. Taney, Salmon P. 
Chase, Morrison R. Waite, and Melville W. 
Faller. The portraits are artistically grouped, 
and embeliished with a symbolical tinted 
back ground designed by Ibsen. The work 
is executed by Andrews, of Boston, and is of 
high merit. A subscription to the magazine 
at the regular price, 34.00, will secure the 


grou , or the same can alone be purchased 
or $3.00. 


BUSINESS NOTES. 


Fox, Kellogg & Gray, the well-known firm 
of San Francisco, Cal., have issued a neat 
booklet containing an abstract of the com- 
mercial laws of California, forms of affidavita 
for proof of foreign claims, and much other 
information of value to non-resident cred- 
itors. They announce that the department 
of their office organized for attention to com- 
mercial claims is more hago ag ge 
than ever before, and the high standing of 
the firm is a guarantee of the service they 
will give to all matters entrusted to them. 
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LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Faculty, Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News con- 
cerning the Professors and Lecturers, the Standing and 
Action of Law Students their Class or School Organ- 
izations and all matters of intere t to Legal Eaucagers 
and Students. Offices of Law Schools and «f Law School 
Organizations are requested to send us such matters as 
are of general interest. 





Levi T. Griffin Fletcher, Professor of law 
at the University of Michigan, and an older 
attache of the university than any of the 
— faculty. has been elected to congress. 

e students of the Jaw department unani- 
mously sdopted resolutions eulogizing the 
— lecturer, and congratulating upon 

is election to the national legi~lature. 


Edwin F. Coneby, has resigned as law pro- 
fessor in the University of Michigan, the pres- 
sure of his private practice compelling this 
step. Alexis C. Angell and Otto Kirchner, 
have been added to the faculty. Both gentle- 
men have done work in the department 
before. 

The officers of the senior class of the Law 
School of the Michigan University are: Presi- 
dent, R. E. Minnahan, Wis ; first vice-presi- 
dent, A. A. Partlow, of Danville, Ill.; sec nd 
vice-president, Miss Richardson, of Pitts- 
burg. Pa., secretary, MissE Eaton, treasurer, 
G. P. Zimmerman, of Mount Vernon, Ind. ; 
historian, L R. Herrick, of Farmer City, IIL: 
prophet, D. J. Buckley, of Pittsburg, Pa. ; 
captain of field sports, F. Crozier, of Madi- 
son, Ind ; marshall J. C. Travis, of La Porte, 
Ind.; first assistant marshall, D. H. Wingert, 
of Hagerstown, Md.; second assistant mar- 
shall, 8S. McNeal Schall, of Manorville, Pa. 


The annual Yale Law School catalogue 
shows the membership of that department of 
the university to be 188, divided as follows: 
101 juniors, 72 seniors, and 15 graduate stud- 
ents, an increase of fifteen over last year’s 
list. It is announced that candidates for the 
degrees ot LL. B. or B.C. L. will hereafter 
be required to pass examinations in Roman 
history and English literature in addition to 
the previously required subjects. The Hon. 
E. J. Phelps, ex-Minister to England, is ex- 
pected to resume his classes next month. 
‘There are no,especial changes in the faculty. 

Professor Austin Abbott, Dean of the Uni- 
versity Law School of New York City, is 
already busily occupied in different ways, 
being a practising lawyer, a lecturer and a 
legal author, but not satisfied with the duties 
he has heretofore had, he has begun a new 
enterprise, by editing ‘‘ihe University Law 
Review,” of which the first number has just 
appeared. As explained in the opening 
editorial, the magazine is designed to aid in 
presenting the law as it is to-day with com- 
paratively little attention to the history of 
the law, or to ancient Jegal doctrines. In 
this respect the new publication proceeds 
along the lines already pursued by THE 
AMEKICAN LAWYER, but here, it may be said, 
the similanty of the periodicals ceases. 

The Tulane law class, of New Orleans, La., 
for the session 1893—1894, has elected Jobn 
J. Coleman class president, P. Kible, vice- 
president, and Charles Buck, secretary. 


The Kent Law Students’ Association of 
Grand Rapids, Mich , perfected its organiza- 
tion on Dec 5, with twenty-four charter 
members and the following officers: Presi- 
dent, G, Fitzgerald; vice-president, E. F. 
Adams; secretary and treasurer, H. W. Bedell; 
executive committee, the officers, R. Albinski 
and W. C. Robertson. 


—__ + —___ 


LAW STUDENTS. 


We desire a representative in every city 
and town in the United States and Canada, 
to solicit subscriptions and lawyers’ cards to 


this journal, and will give special terms to 
Law Students who will actively prosecute 
this work. Address, THE AMERICAN LAw- 
YER, Box 411, New York city. 





RECENT DEATHS. 


J.S. Woods, of Forney, Tex., is dead. 

Frank J. Buker, of Bath, Me., is dead. 
John Kline, of Bethlehem, Pa., died Dec. 8. 
Alanson C. Hiil, of Bristol, Vt., died recently. 

S. M. Ellis, of San Antonio, Tex., died Dec. 11. 
Judge Pinckney S. Ford, of Waco, Tex., is dead. 
Leander B. Hills, of Madison, Wis., died Dec. 15. 
Jobn W. Palmer, of West Troy, N. Y., died recently. 
‘ Whitson G. Johnson, of Oglethorpe county, Ga., is 

al. 
“Henry Baylies of Walden, Mass., died early in last 
month. 
Daniel Benson, of Cardington, Ohio, died a short 
time ago. 
William McKerall, of Springfield, Mo., died a short 

time since. 


Judge O. G. Woodruff of Huron, S. D., died of heart 
failure, Dec. 9. 


Judge H. K. S.O Melveny, of Los Angeles, Cal., died 
on the »8th ut. 

Hon. E. Bacon, of Montesano, Wash., is dead at the 
age of 69 years. 

Judge W. H. Cash, of Douglasville, Ga., died there 
on the J8th uit. 

John L. Wheeler, of Red Bank, N. J., died at his 
home last month. 
Judge William D. Williams, of the Marquette cir- 
cuit, Mich., is dead. 

John L. Whee'er, of Freehold, N. J., died in the 
early part of last month. 


Hon. Wm. B. Edwards, of Binghamton, N. Y., died 
recently, of typhoid fever. 

Samuel E. DeHaven, of Lagrange, Ky., died a short 
time since. He was 58 years old. 


Charles B. Moore, of New Yonk City a practicioner 
of 0 years standing, died last month. 

Charles E. Stevens, of Worcester, Mass., is dead. 
He leaves a widow and two childien. 

Walter Smith Cowles, of New York City, died Dec. 
9, of heart failure, in the 74th year of his age. 

Charles H. Wickes, of Chestertown, Md., a Califor- 
nia pioneer, died Dec. 11. He was 73 years of age. 

Edgar M. Johnson, of the firm of Hoadly, Lauter- 
bach & Johnson, of New York City, died last month. 

Col. William A. Phillips, of Salina, Kan., a promi- 
= pioneer lawyer and statesman of that State, is 

ead. 

John Cessna, of Bedford, Pa, ex-congressman and 
lawyer of wide renown, died Lecember 13, in his 72nd 
year. 

Andrew L. Emerson Clapp, 
last month. He has not 
years. 

Oscar Craig, of Rochester, N. Y., President of the 
State Board of Charities, died at his home Jan. 2. aged 
56 years. 

Jadge William Terhune, a pioneer lawyer of Ver- 
non county, Wis., died as his home in Viroqua, Dec. 
6, aged 73. 

Nels Kessey, of Orange City, Ia., junior member of 
the prominent firm of Pitts & Kessey, died a short 
time since. 

Jobn Bain, Q. C.. of Toronto, Can., died Dec. 8, of 
heart disease, superinduced by an attack of la grippe. 
He was 54 years old. 


James F. Stuart, of San Francisco, Cal, a widely 
known and success'ul lawyer, died at his home on the 
17th ult., aged 78 years. 

Michael Goodheart, of New York City, committed 
su’cide last month by drinking carbolic acid. No rea- 
son for the act is known. 

Joseph L. Steele, of Yonkers, N. Y., at one time a 
resident and mayor of Orange, N. J., and Flushing, L. 
L., died of apopiexy last week. 


Adolph L. Sanger. President of the Board of Educa- 
tion, and one of the best known lawyers of New York 
City, died of pneumonia. Jan. 3. 

Ex-Governor John J. Jacob, of Wheeling, W. Va., 
widely known as a lawyer and judge, died suddenly on 
the street while walking to his home, on the 24th ult. 

Frank A. Winchester, of Natchez, Miss., is reported 
as having died in Gautemala, whence he went 
in search of acriminal, by whom he was presumably 
poisoned 

Judge J. R Heyde of Omaha, Neb., died Dec 8. He 
retired from practice a few years ago. In earlier life 
he practiced successfully in New York and Michigan. 
He was 76 years old. 

Judge Phineas L. Page of Ann Arbor Mich., died in 
Chicago. Ill, Dec: 11. aged about 70 years. He was 
originally of Pittsfield, Mass., where he held the office 
of police jadge some 30 years ago. 

Hon. Nathan A. Farwell, of Rockland, Me., died 
suddenly last month. Besides holding other political 
offices he was United States Senator trom 1864 to 1867, 
succeeding William Pitt tessenden. 


Thomas Osborn of New York City, was killed Dec. 
15. by the accidental discharge of a guu which he was 
preparing for a ning trip at Peconic, L.I. He was 
45 years old leaves a wife and daughter. 


of Searboro, Me., died 
n in practice for many 





Orlando B. Potter, for 20 years an active ation 
in Boston, Mass., but for many years a resident of New 
York City. where he had large possessions, and from 
which city he was e!ected to Congress, died Jan. 2. 


Gen. George W. Grander, of Meg mar Vt., died 
last month. He held many offices of honor, and wag 
one of the old time lawyers contemporary with Web. 
ster, whom he knew well. He was nearly 84 years of 


age. 
Jeremiah H. Murphy of Wasbington, D. C., ex-con. 
essinan from Lowa, died Dec. 11, from an attack of 
dropsy. His former home in Iowa was in Davenport, 
of which city he bad been mayor. He had also 
State senator ip that State. 


Judge . eo F Haymond. of Fairmont, W. Va. 
dird Dee 15, aged 70 years. He was elected to the 
State Supreme bench in 1872, and re-elected in 1878 for 
ten years, but resigned before his term expired. He 
leaves a wife aud seven children. 

Benjamin Hitchings of Brooklyn, N. Y., died Dee, 
10, of pneumouia. He was 8! years old, was born in 
Salem Mass., and went to brooklyn 50 years ago. 
‘Three sons, among them Hector M. hitching, a law. 
yer ot marked abilty, survive him. 

James Black, of Lancaster, Pa., one of the oldest and 
ablest law) ets in the State of Pennsylvania, died Dee, 
16, aged 70 years. He was the first candidate of the 

robibition Par y for President of the United States, 
His labors along the ‘ine of moral and temperance re- 
torm were life long. 

Stephen B. Ransom, of Jersey City, N, J., oldest mem. 
ber of tue bar of Hudson county, died Dec. 3, aged 79. 
He was a personal friend of Abra am Lincoln, and an 
active abolitionist. During recent years he embraced 
the cavse of Prohibition, and ran for governor of New 
Jersey on that ticket mm 1880. 

Ex-Governor, Jacob Beeson Jackson, of Parkers- 
burg, W. Va.. died ey on Dec. 11. of heart dis- 
ease. He was of a distinguished Southern family, and 
held many offices of trust and honor, both of a profes. 
sional and non-professivnal nature, culminating 1m his 
election to tee Governorship in 1880. He was nearly 
66 years of age. 

Juege Edward Coke Billings of the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District ot Louwwiana, 
died Dec. 1, at his summer residence in New Have 
Conn. Jadge Billings was born in Hatfield, + Magpie | 
was 64 years old. He was regarded as one of the ablest 
judges in the South, and was a learned man. The de- 
gree of LL. D. was conferred upon him by Yale about 
three years ago. 

Touissaint Antoine Rodolphe Laflamme, Q. C., D.C. 
L., of Montreal, \an., is dead. He was a man of com- 
manding eminence in the political and the professional 
life of the Dominion. He was engaged in many fam- 
ous casés, and was also Professor of the Law of Real 
Estate in McGill University. In 1877 he was made 
Minister of Justice and in this capacity introduced 
many wholesome measures. 


Judge Alexander White, originally of Alabama, 
with whose history for 40 years previous to 1875 he was 
prominently iden fied, died at vis late home in Dallas, 
Tex., last month. He was a member of the first con- 
federate copgre s, and later on engaged in active hos- 
tilities on the field. In 1875 he was appointed Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court of Utah, S President 
Grant. Shortly after the close of his term he moved 
to Texas. 

Granville P. Hawes, of New York City, died very 
suddenly | st mouth, of angina pectoris. He was act- 
ive in social and protessioval life, and universally es- 
teemed. After serving in the war he acted as Profes- 
sor of Rhe.oric and English Literature in the Maryland 
State Col for ashort time but soon re-located in 
this city. He was counsel for the Cotton Oil Trust, 
and a number of :ailroad and business companies. A 
widow and two sons survive him. 


Henry W. Paine, one of the most eminent lawyers 
of Boston, Mass., died at his home in Cambridge, last 
month, aged 8» years. He was contemporary with 
Webster, Choate and Mason, with whom he was well 
acquainted, and for some years lectured on the Law of 
Real Property in the Law School of Boston University, 
and always without notes. He declined a seat in the 
United States Senate, and was repeatedly offered a seat 
on the supreme bench of both Maine, his native State, 
and Massachuset s, where he later lived and died. 

John Bennett, Presiding Judge of the South Dakota 
Supreme Court, died Dec. 31, from heart failure. He 
was born io Genesse county, N. Y., March 18, 1833, 
removed to Liljnois in 1452, was judge advocate in the 
regular army, after the war, with jurisdiction over 
Mississippi and Arkansas, was afterwards elected 
judge of the First Circuit of Arkansas, and later to 
the Supreme bench of that State. In 183 h» moved to 
Dakota and in 1889 was elected to the Supreme bench, 
to which place he was re-elected last November by a 
large majority. 

oe 


Leisenring’s Collection Agenc’ of Altoona, 
Pa., J. 8. Leisensing, attorney and manager, 
issues ahandy pamphlet containing a sus- 
cinct statement of the features that have 
made this agency so widely and so favorably 
known doring the past 15 years, together 
with a few strong endorsements, and a digest 
of the laws of Pennsylvania, relating to the 
collection and enforcement of claims. It is 
a handy little volume, that will be found 
— to all persons having debtors in that 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co., 2 


ESTABLISHED 1843. 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. S. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collections. 


Publishers of the Associate Directory of Attorneys and Banks.—A standard work with Collection Agencies, Jobbers, Manufacturers, 
Bank» «nd Attorneys everywhere. Contains a live jist of 9,000 attorneys—one im each city or town—paying special attention to Commer- 
cial Law and Cul.ections. Attorneys desiring representation, cend in application with references. 


Special Mercantile Reports. 











NEW YORK STATE BAR ASSOCIA- 
TION. 


The programme of the seventeen annual 
meeting of the New York State Bar Associa- 
tion to be held in Albany, Tuesday and 
Wednesday, January 16 and 17, is as follows: 


New York STaTe BAR ASSOCIATION, 


L. B. Proctor, J. NEWTON FIERO, 
Secretary. President. 


CoMMITTEE OF ARRANGEMENTS.—Edwin 
A. Bedell, chairman; Howard Chipp, Jr., 
Emory A. Chase, Franklin Couch, | rank C. 
Ferguson, John B. Gleason, Gilbert R. 
Hawes, Philip Keck, Robert G, Sherer. Fred. 
E. Wadhams, E. B. Youmans. 


TUESDAY. 


Association will meet at the Senate Cham- 
ber Tuesday, Jannary 16, at 2.30 P. m. 

President’s Address, J. Newton Fiero. 

Subject: “A Practical View of Law Re- 
form in New York.” . 

Nominations for membership. 

Secretary’s report. 

Treasurer 8 report. 

Report Executive Committee. 

Papers and addresses. 

“Ig a Uniform System of Examination for 
Admission to the Bar Desirable?” William 
A. Keener, Dean Colambia College Law 
School; Harry B. Hutchins, Associate Dean 
Cornell ss Law School; George 
Chase, Dean New York Law School ; Austin 
Abbott, Dean Law School, University of New 
York; Abner C. Thomas, Dean Metropolis 
Law School ; Leroy Parker, Vice-Dean Buf- 
falo Law School; Rt. Rev. William C. Doane, 
Vice-Chancellor University of New York. 

—— of committee on nomination 
of officers. 

Miscellaneous business. 

TUESDAY EVENING. 
P General meeting at Assembly Chamber at 

Pp, M. 

Prayer, Rev. Edwald G. Seldon. 

Brief address, Hon Adlai E. Stevenson, 
Vice-President of the United States. 

Address, Hon. Joseph N. Dolph, United 
States Senator from Oregon. 

Subject, ‘‘Law Re‘orm.” 

At the close of the meeting the members of 
the Association will be the guests of Gov. 
Flower at his annual legislative reception. 


WEDNESDAY. 

At Common Council Chamber, City Hall, 
at 10.30 a. M. 

“The Constitutional Conventions of 1846 
and 1867,” William P. Burr. 

“The Judiciary Article of the Constitu- 
tion, with Reference to the Constitutional 
Convention of 1894.” 

Papers and addresses i A oy 8. Logan, 
First Judicial District; William H. Robert- 
son, Second Judicial District; Augustus 
Schoonmaker, Third Judicial District ; 
Philip Keck. Fourth Judicial District; Louis 
Marshall, Fifth Judicial District; John B. 
Stanchfield. Sinth Judicial District ; Martin 
W. Cooke, Seventh Judicial District ; Norris 
Morey, Eighth Judicial District. 

General discussion of the Judiciary Article. 
Ten minute addresses. 

Discussion of work of Constitutional Con- 
vention. Five minute addresses. 

Miscellaneous business. 

The Association will entertain its members 
= guests at luncheon at Fort Orange Club 

P. M. 


WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON. 


Common Council Chamber at 2.30 P. M. 
Report Committee on Law Reform. 
Report Committee on Legislation. 

Report Committee on Engrossing of Bills. 
“The Work of Bar Associations,” E. D. 
Marshall, of the Ohio State Bar Association. 
“Statutory Revision in New York,” Charles 
A. Collin. 

Report Committee on Nominations. 
Miscellaneous business. 


WEDNESDAY EVENING. 


Reception by the Association to Judges of 
the Court of Appeals and Justices of Supreme 
Court, at Delavan House at 8 P. M 


REMOVALS. 


F. A. Noble, from Michigan, will practice in Seattle, 
Wash. 





8. H. Woodfin, of St. Louis, Mo. has located at Jack- 
son, Tenn. 

James T. Fox, of Easton, Pa., removes to Bethlehem, 
in that State, 

C. 0. Thomas of Milford, Ind., will probably remove 
to Adel, Iowa. 

W. F. Dyer, late of West Virginia has located in 
Guthrie, Oklahoma. 

Judge Culbertson has left Abilene, Kansas, and set- 
tled in Chicago, lll. 

George W. Kennedy, recently of Waterbury, Vt., has 
removed to Burlington. 

H. M. Mott. of Champlain, N. Y., will remove to St. 
Albans, Vt., to practice. 

A. H. Hendricks, of Norristown, Pa., will remove 
to Pottstown, Pa., shortly. 

Geo H. Moffett of Arcadia, Hancock county, O., has 
removed to Upper Sandusky. 

R. T. Lewis, formerly at Dickson, Tenn., is now in 
practice m Dresden, Tennessee. 

Ed. E. Yates, removed from Gallatin, to Kansas 
City, Mo., the first of this month. 

Charles H. Robb, until recently of Florence, Mass., 
has opened an effice in Reading, Vt. 

Will B. Roberts, who comes from Joplin, Mo., has 
opened an office at Morgan City, La. 

Jno. W. Saxe, and Jas A. Saxe, formerly of Troy, 
N. Y., have opened an office at Boston. 

C. H. Merriam formerly of Sand Point and Bonners’ 
Ferry, Idaho, has located in Spokane, W ash. 

W. W. Champion of Wi liamsport, Pa., is reported 
to be contemplating a removal to Montoursville, Pa. 

W. A. Smalley. formerly of Lafayette, Ind., and 
Santa Fe, N. M., has begun practice at Eddy, N. M. 

Harlow Morse, formerly of San Francisco, Cal., has 
opened an office in Los Angeles, at 202 No. Main St. 

J. V. Williams, of Sparta, Tenn., will remove to 
Chattanooga. and will be connected with the firm of 
Clark & Brown. 

J. W. Page, ex-State’s attorney for Lamoille county, 
Vt., has decided to open an office in Bristol, Addison 
county, that tate. 

Col Jos. Humphries has vacated bis practice in At- 
lanta, Ga., and gone to Campbell county, where he will 
take charge of a school. 

N. L. Rob nson, late of Canton. N. Y., is now in Chi- 
cago, Ill,, in the oftice of Peck, Miller & Starr, in 
the Monadnock build ng, 

8. Jaquith, has left Emporia, Kan., for Mt. Vernon, 
Tll., where be has formed a partnership with H. G. 
Jones, formerly of Eureka, Kan. 

Daniel B. Phelan, late of the office of Norcross, 
Baker & Parker. of Fitchburg, Mass., bas opened an 
oftice and settled in Gardner, in the same State. 





LAW STUDENTS. 


We desire a representative in every city 
and town in the United States and Canada, 
to solicit subscriptions and lawyers’ cards to 
this journal, and will give special terms to 
Law Students who will actively prosecute 
this work. Address, Taz AMERICAN LAw- 
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having the largest stock of second-hand books in the 
United States. 


~ LAW 








= 
BOOKS | rxcuxcr. 


Write us. Catalogue for stamp. 
THE WAIT PUBLISHING co., 





YER, Box 411, New York city. 











216 Clark *t., Chicago, ml, 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


A NEW AND IMPORTANT LAW BOOK 


TRUSTS AND MONOPOLIES 


A TREATISE ON TRUSTS AND MONOPOLIES, CONTAINING AN EXPOSITION OF THE RULE OF PUBLIC POLICY AGAINST 
CONTRACTS AND COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE AND A REVIEW OF CASES, ANCIENT AND MODERN. 


By T. C. SPELLING, of the San Francisco Bar. 
8vo LAW SHEEP, - - - $3.50 net. 


This important and rapidly growing subject has not been treated in any other work. 











The author is well known to the profession 


through his very successful work on Extraordinary Relief. The advantage of the book as a collection of cases is great, aside from other merits, 


: From the New York Journal of Commerce. From the Boston Daily Advertiser. 
“It is well-known that —— to restrain the operations of trusts have 


as been so the author makes very plain. He P 
3 





‘*There are phases involved in the question of trusts which are more than of 
rofessional interest, and these are amply and fully discussed in the present treatise. 


mp been imeffectual, why this 
produ t is most carefuliy prepared and is one of the most notable legal publications of the 
ear.” . 


ced a valuable and interesting book, showing with great clearness the 
steps by which trusts have secured a large degree of immunity under the law.” 


By the same Author.— TREATISE ON EXTRAORDINARY RELIEF IN EQUITY AND 


SCAT LAW. Embracing Injunction, Habeas Corpus, Mandamus, Quo Warranto, 
Prohibition, and Cetiorari, by T. C. SPELLING. 2 vols. 8vo. 1969 pages. Lawsheep. $11.00, net. 
It is likely to prove a useful text book on all these heads, some of which have never, to our knowledge, been so thoroughly and systematically treated.— N.Y. Nation. 


LITTLE, BROWN & CO., Publishers, 254 Washington St., Boston, Mass. 


In ordering mention this paper. 


THROOP ON PUBLIC OFFICERS. 


INDISPENSABLE TO OFFICE HOLDERS AND THOSE INTENDING TO HOLD OFFICE. 
One Volume, 1142 pages. Price, $7.75. Shipped prepaid on receipt of price. 
THE J. Y. JOHNSTON COMPANY, 28 Murray Street, New York. 
IN PREPARATION, KNEELAND ON MECHANICS’ LIENS. 3d EDITION. REWRITTEN ENTIRELY AND PRINTED FROM NEW PLATES. 


JOHNSTON’S LAW BLANKS. 


NOTED FOR THEIR CORRECTNESS, FINE APPEARANCE AND SUPERIORITY. CALL SPECIAL ATTENTION TO OUR “‘ PARCHMENT ” PAPER CONVEYANCING BLANKS, 
HEADING AND ENDORSEMENT EMBOSSED FROM STEEL OIE AND TIED WITH SILK RIBBON. 

SELL TYPE-WRITER BLANKS THAT HAVE REAL TYPE-WRITER SPACE. 

We make a specialty of printing to order, SPECIAL Deeds, Mortgages, Bonds, Abstracts, and all forms where superior class of workis wanted. Our 

plant for this class of work is the most Extensive in this Country. Send for samples. 


Do you like good Stationery! If so, send us a postal and we will send you the handsomest line of Samples ever shown of ‘‘ Pure Linen” and “ Genuine 
Bond” Steel Die Embossed Letter Paper aud Envelopes (which we are now furnishing over 12,000 Members of the Bar); Heavy Tinted Bond Legal Covers the 
strongest made; Linen and Bond Legal and Abstract paper, etc. 


Established 1878. J. ¥. JC HNSTON & CO., Law Stationers, 23 Murray Street, New York. 
The Largest Legal Stationery Manufacturers in the Country. 


Northwestern INTEREST TABLES, BUSINESS ESTABLISHED 1896. 


The oldest and most widest circulated Bank 


Reporter in America. 
tal Coanuing Howse ation) "40789 andi pet gy 
ASONIC I) SOCIATION cent. on basis of $60 days to the year, from $1’ to THE 
j Be. 7 and 10 per cent. per annum, from 1 to 
on the basis of 365 days per annum. 


eo 
CHICAGO. Jullane interest, Tabies.—5, 6, 7 American 
from 1 e 


From 1 cent to $i0Jb0 and 
Organized and Commenced Busi ess in 1874. Cloth... = 


Safe, ound, Reliable Life Insurance for Masons and - a oe . Ban k I ve po e r 
Non-Masons at Lowest Cost. 


Has paid over 


a.com AND ATTORNEY LIST. 
$12,000,000.00 Sai Ppa iat Tain 


For the Use of Banks, Bankers, Attorneys, 
TO BENEFICIARIES. Hobinsenian Universal Interest Tabies.— Merchants and Manufacturers. 
Gane pee be 
Insures persons aged from 21 to 55 years inclusive, ~ 









































and amounts, 


x e 
‘olicy Liberal ‘odds The increased circulation of Tut AM@RIOAN Bank Re- 
P and Advantageous to the fallest ex, ie wee ? RB warrants us in saying, that it is the most desirable 
tent incontestible, Non-to:fcitab.e, Surrender Value. 


Paid. Robi i Bond & I t t Tabi medium b —_ otteens s = neve. ey names ey 
-ap Iusurance, Payment on Lotal Disability and ne ee y uvestment J adies. ed to the favorable consideration of the banking and com- 
other exceilent :eatur = y vom Bond Vi a neerted 


ues; Compound Interest mercial world, as only such names will be 1 as are 
Tables; 8 Fund Tables; Income from fully endorsed as reliable by banks and other 
No Members. ip Fees, no Annual Daes, no Advanc- Bonds ; t Worth of Money, due at any time responsible parties, making such insertion a guarantee 0 
ing ot Rates on account of age. Regular and Uniform from 1 day to 100 years professional worth and integrity. Aside from its useful- 
Payments Bi-monthly. Taptcs of Incorest and Diosonnt. oe names Sor aeuracmenne ot chealaien butones 
Second Notice given before policy can lapse. In all at 4, 7 ot and 7 hey pda one set computed for from its patrons, who include not only bankers and leading 
thirty-six days notice gien. faye 38 to the year; the other for months and attorneys, but merchants, manufacturers and corporations. 
Policies for definite amounts from $1,000 to $10,000. Gags, days to the ae oe days fm — 
paid promptly and :n full. Watson’s interest nvestment Tabies. We will insert the names of Reliable At- 
No restrictions on resid or caved. For the calculations of simple or compound in- 


So Biockhellens or pe ee - \pvabmossmmwensa and the averaging of ac torneys or firms in display type, both editions, 
Directors to eceive ends — 


and no profits allowed. Fair compensation for ser- | Wood's One Day Interest Tables, at 1,134, 2, one in February and one in August, with line 
vices rendered, nothing more. ™ ; num, for SMe. ae i oeien cece for any specialty desired, including the two 
Expense ratio the lowest on record. 


RTA REN copies of the work, at $5 per annum. 
Rates 40 “ - Books of any Description furnished PEM MEAL 
ponte £0 to te below sold line” companies. For | OCS Oe ont notice at Publishers’ 


Subscriptions respectfully solicited. 
DantgL J. AVERY, President. ; Home Insurance Bidg, 


es H Ah a 
Dayins J: Avanr, President.) Home, ingurance Bida,| 4.ddyess THE AMERICAN LAWYER,| S7UMPF & STEURER, Publishers 
CHas. A. CaPWELL, Sec’y. CHICAGO, ILt. P. ®. Box 411 48 Charch St., New York | 48 Church St.’ (P.0.Box4il.) NEW. YORK. 
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THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








LIST OF ATTORNEYS. 


REVISED MONTHLY. 


Most of the Attorneys in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks or bankers, in to inquiries 
for reliable legal correspondents on business matters. 
When ble, send business to attorneys and firms 
repo in capital letters and always a THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 

Readers noting errors kindly advise us of same. 
Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
Athens* (Limestune)................... W. T. Sanders 


Deninghe c—— 
.BU H&B BROWN, Rooms 2 and 3, Steiner 
pb Bank Bui Iding. (See card.) 
“  ....T. B.& R.P. WETMORE. Refer to Berney 
National Bank. (See card.) 


Dadeville* (Tallapoosa)............... Thos. L. Bulger 
Decatur (Morgan).................+.- E. W. GOOBEY 
Florenos* ‘Landerdale)...... ....... John T. Ashcroft 
Greensborough* (Hale) peaneesnndadeoeteades Thos. Seay 
Livingston* (Sumter). ..............-. Reuben Chapman 
Mobile* (Mobile). ................-- John R. Tompkins 
Mentqunery” ( (Montgomery).......... John W. Watte 
GE SE chbnccccrcccecccacecees Dawson & Pitts 
Tuscaloosa* onniiccash iene’ cneandl Foster & Jones 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert).................. Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown’ (Perry)......... ppneee A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)............... KIBBEY & ISRAEL 
Refer to National Bank of Arizona. 


Prescott* (Yavapai)............... Sanford & Morrison 


Tombstone* (Cochise)................. Wm. C. Staehle 
ARKANSAS. 

Argenta (Pulaski).............0...- DUVAL & Ly ae 
Arkansas City* (Desha).............-... Henry T 

Brinkley (Monroe)................. Palmer & Geovalee 
Clarkeville* (Johnson). .................. J. ’ Cravens 
| oo " { | = pyR R. MOORE 

Refers to German Bank of Little Rock, yo 
Miderade® (Unie). ......ccccccccccces tate B. Moore 
Fort Smith* (Sebastian) ............. Wm. M. Cravens 
Hober* (Cloburme)......ccccccccccces- P. L. STRICKLIN 
Hot Springs* (Garland)............ JOHN M. HARRELL 
Little Rock* (Pulaski).............. DUVAL & TUCKER 
Refer to Monroe County Bank, ee Ark. 
Magnolia* (Columbia). .............. Jefferson Waliace 
oc ncicihacdivis om dubneuiiad 43. B. Moore 
Paragould (Greene) ...............-.--- Hugh Sullivan 
Pd ee Jas. A. Vance 
EEE Davis & Son 
Texarkana (Miller).............. See Texarkana Tex 
CALIFORNIA 

FN rrr ere E. Colwell 
Colton (San Bernardino)................... F. F. Oster 
EE ain du cancdeacscedacobieks A. M. Drew 
Healdsbu oy pay O ES FRE Rose & Pond 


Los Ange es* (Los A 
cone MARION BROOKS, ex-U. 8. District-At- 


torney. Refers to California Bank. 
Modesto* (Stanislaus)...................-. P. J. tiazen 
Oakland* (Alameda). .................-. Fred V. Wood 
ena (Los Angeles).............. Jas. McLachlan 
Pomona dy MED. csccccceeses cosese J. A. Gallup 
to* (Sacramento)............ Robt. T. Devlin 
San Diese" RE H. K. Heffileman 


SAN FRANCISCO™ (San Francisco) 
; KELLOGG & GRAY, Lt Matual 

Silda. -, 508 Montgomery st 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... oshua B. Webster 


COLORADO. 









Refers to Bank of Garrison. 


ST OO anakeinctdccccbecnvssice A. C. Patton 

Gunnison (Gunnison)...................--- D. T. Sap 

I a inincucaevessnneccues Wm. H. Nas 
ontrose* eaila) === b Cedcsecesovcceesiass F. D. Catlin 


aaa “A.W . LENNARD. Specialty —Commercial 
law. Reters to Stock growers’ National 
and Pueblo National Banks. 


? «qual i — Rooms 232, 233 Central 
Red Cliff * ( (lege iieipbs cceséndanseaetntee A. R. Brown 
Silverton* (San Juan) ................--- C. M. Frazier 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) .......... Northcutt & Franks 

CONNECTICUT. 
Ansonia (New Haven)...............------ V. Munger 
Bridgeport™ (Pairfield). .. Stoddard, a & Shelton 
Greenwich (Fairfield)................-. Hubbard 
Hartford* we 
GEO. G. & GEO. ELIOT SILL, 345 Main st. 
Middletown* (Middlesex). ... ARTHUR B. CALEF, JR. 


llections and commercial law. Refers to Farm. 
ers & Mechanica’ Savings Bank. 
New Haven* (New Haven) 
“ ....GE0. W. ADAMS, 792 Chapel st. Prompt 
ae to ——— Refers to 


“ _.WHITCOMB & "a ARMSTRONG, 121 Charch st. 
Refer to Firs: Merchan te’Nat.Bks. 
-- WM, A. ‘wan. Refers to First Nation- 


ford eld) 
+ gee CURTIS & 


Stoningtor (New London 
Water (New Secon eecccececeseses= L F. Burpee 
Windsor ke (Hartford)............. J. W. Johnson 


DELAWARE. 


ny bg Commercial law. 





Bank. 
Middletown (New Castle) ....EDWIN R. COCHRAN, JR. 
Office also at Wilmington. (See card.) 


betas - maaan (New C: 
.-HUGH C. *SROWNE, 926 Market st. Refers 
to Security Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 
“ _.. EDWIN R. COCHRAN, JR., 907 Market st. 
Refers to People’s N ational Bank, of 
Middletown. (See card.) 
« ..--HARRY EMMONS (Successor to Lore & 
Emmons), Law Bidg. 
“ ---- BRANCH H. GILES, 4co Sequitable Bldg. 
Refers to Equitable Guar.& Trust Co. 
se ..-WILLARD SAULSBURY.JR., 843 Market st. 
Refers to Union National Bank. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
baler memes: (Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 4% st. Refers te 
Lincoln National Bank. 


Refers to National Bank of Republic. 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola" (Franklin). ..............- B. Farl 
Cedar Keys (Levy)......... Lutterloh, ‘ine & Da 
Gainesville* (Alachua)..............-.. John W. Ashby 
Jacksonville* (Duval)............. John E. Hartridge 
SRERGE” CHINE «6 oc cc ccccccccccccsaces a4 B.S 
Orange City (Volusia). ................-- D. Coulter 
Pensacola‘ ( A ROSE 1 ‘CARTER 
Refer to First National Bank =_s eg 8. 
St. Augustine* (St. oe ORS ES W. Dewhurst 
Tallahassee* (Leon)........-.........- “i. W. Williams 
Titusville* (Brevard) .....-.-.--.---. James T. Sanders 
GEORGIA. 
PC Lamar Cobb 
Atlanta* ahr 
yOHN S. CANDLER. Refers to Atlanta 


National Bank. 

= ..-- CHAS. W. SEIDELL, 3% Whitehall street. 
Refers to Atlanta National Bank and 
Southern Banking & Trust 


Augusta* (Richmond) .. STEED & CARLINGTON 
Refer to Georgia Loan & Trust Co., Americus. 
Bainbridge* (Decatur) ............- John E. Donaldson 
Buchanan* (Haralson). ..............- W. P. Robinson 
Carroliton* (Carroll)...............-.-- Cobb & Walker 
Cartersville* (Bartow)................---- Joe M. Moon 
Columbus’ (Muskogee). ....... Thornton & McMichael 
Dalton* (Whitefield) ......... McCutchen & Schumate 
Eastman* (Dodge).... .. ......- DE LACY & BISHOP 

Refer to Citizens’ Banking Ce 
Fort Gaines* (Clay) .........-.----------- B. F. Dillard 
Sg! J. C. Boone 
Jesoup’(W Grove (Jackson) ...........--- R.L. J. Smith 
moe ay EE re D. M. Clark 
Ms a xccccosaccussane Watts & Hickey 


Macon* — 
— & ANDERSON, 318 Second st. 
oterne s for Macon Construction Co. 
¥ .. JOHN L. HARDEMAN. Refers to First 


National Bank. 
“ ..--GEO. $. JONES. Commercial and co 


ation law preferred. Refers to 
change Bank. 
Montezuma (Macen)..........--....---- J. M. DuPree 
Perry* (Houston)...........--...--.----- C. C. Duncan 
Savannah* (Chatham). ....... GEO. A. MERCER & SON 
Atto __ for ee B’k of the State of — 
Valdosta* (Lowndes)...........-..----- 
Waynesboro* (Burke) peese 


Boise City* (Ada)............--..-.--- 


UO CME on cdnccccscecccececcasces J. H. Ri 

Posatello (Bin DED « éacnacncctes E. P. Blickensderfer 

Weiser* (Washington). ..............-.--- J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS. 


Alton (Madison).............-----...-++-- J. P. HODGE 


Amboy (Lee)............-.---++-++-- Wooster & Hawes 
AUBTOER (LANG) 2.2202 cccccccccccccee H. O. Southworth 
MME COE 0 ccc cccccccccccccecccecccs J.W. 

Beardsto Pd. ccennacicdacamnuet R. R. Hewitt 
Bloomin el. Seer J T. Libbard 
Cairo* (Aluzander).................. Langsdon & Leek 
Carbondale (Jackson)..................- . H. Caldwell 
Carthage* (Hancock)................-- D. Mack & Son 
Cham (Champaign). .............--.- T. J. Smith 


pai 
CHICAGO* (Cook) 

“ ....GEO. B. CHAMBERLIN, 1209 Tacoma Bldg. 
Depositions, commercial, corporation 
law, ete. Collections a specialty Re- 
fers to First National Bank. Toftice 
also at Lafayette, Ind.) 

w ....W. B. CUNNINGHAM, 122 La Salle street. 
Depositions and Collections. 

..HUGH McINDOE, 70 La Salle st. Commer- 
cial litigation and collections. 

' ...-VARNUM & ANDERSON, omg 1217, 
ber of Commerce Bld Z-, eo 
and La Salle streets. (See Myer 

Danville* (Vermillion). ...........-. Penwell & Lindley 











Oregon’ (Ogle) 
Ottawa’ (La Salle, 
— en 
ttorney for Edgar County National Bank. 

Poot ae L. “EMMONS J 

CRs ccctcencesnascces , Wt. 

Tafess to Ricker National Bank. 

Rantoul (Cham Ditcaccsccacspaie . Roth 
Ridgway (Gallatin) ............ Phillips & Wiedemann 
Rockford* (Winne Rin acdaesnncetnd 
— —— dhigneedied H. C. CONNELLY 


(Rock ) 
rs to Rock Island bauks and R. G. Dun 
shelby Pas ----Moulton, bx & + Headen 
GRID HEE hos <onccccecscencensinenat w.D. 
Springfield (San 
Refer to First N 





Woodstock* Me Hi ; ) Toa 7 
a yn 
Yorkville* (Kendall) .................-.-- J. 


INDIANA. 
Anderson* (Madison) ........ LLEW 


ELLYN B. JACKSON 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of . 


bon : ea 
(Clay) .-...--.-.-- 

Cambridge 

Churubusco ( 


Columbia City* 
Crawfords 
(Elk 





Refer to Citizens’ Exchange Bank. 
Welsman CI nc cicincdccceacciccec<es L. A. Cassell 
Fort Wayne* wreak 

we ae ANNA, 1) ~ See and 


ite Nati Ban 
" ele ALLEN NZOLLARS. Refers to Hamilton 
tional Ban 


Huntin ° (iuntin Riacscnabehanandl B. F. Ibach 
gton* | gton 


ove — = HEROD, Rooms 14-17 Fletcher 
. Refer to any bank in ss. 
eS pda [FREDERICK BSTER, Commercial Club 


Inwood (Marshal AES 
Kendallville (Noble)... adi 
Kokomo* ,Howard).... ....---.-.- 
Commercial Law and the law of real om omg 
Refers to Citizens and Howard er Ban 
Lafayette (Ti B. Cham’ 





Pownce ccccee 






































Ardmore Guna. linen ddetoeseccenased J.C. Thompson 
Muscogee* (Creek N 
» (CSRACKELFORD, SHEPARD & SHACKEL- 


FORD. We collect in Cherokee, 
and Choctaw Nations. 

Purcell (Pontotoc) ...........-...---- M Miller 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation) ..Harley & Gordon 
IOWA. 

MII oi cue cari sccedsedeseunteae F. E. 

Bedford* (Taylor) ............-....----- G. B. Faddock 

Boeme® (Weems) ....ccccccceccccccccccescoce Ww. 

Burlington (Des ifoines).---------; Beliny & Cooper 
urlington* (Des Moines)...........-. ey 

Carroll* (  eeeaaader res . W. 

Cedar Ly ES a COOPER & CRISSMAN 

Charles City* (F' Ris namaiingabudabne 

Cherokee* (Cherokee). ............-.---- M. Wakefield 


















JAMES DOUGHT 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW, 


SIOUX CITY, L0WA, 


COMMERCIAL LITIGATION anp 
COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY 
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Des - red em 
ee & bem alg Refer to Iowa Na- 
tional and Valley National Banks. 
“  ..-.d. EDW. MERSHON. Refers to DeaMoines 
ational Bank, and First National 
Bank of Newton, Iowa. (See card.) 
Dubuque* (Dubuque) Monroe M. Cady 
Eldora* (Hardin Charles L. Hays 
Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Co. Bank 
Emmetsb: MeCanthy & Linderman 
Tenbere: | S. Gilliland 





& Wade 
Ww. bt "PATTERSON 
Refers to State Central Savings Bank 
Knoxville* (Marion) ; 
Le Mare* (Plymouth).................... J.U. 
* (Iowa) Hedges, Rumple & Lake 
0. L. Binford 
—— & —— 
‘ Loughlin & a 
...W. P. Perrin 
.. H. S. Winslow 
Wapelio cia S. E. ADLER 
fe rst and Iowa National ax 
Rock Rapids* (Lyon).............. ‘.x.P - ore 
ey* (Keokuk) G. D. Woodin 
Sioux City* ¢ oodbu 
JAMES DoueHry. Commercial litigation 
and collections. (See adv. above.) 
“ ...-CHAS. K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security 
National and Iowa Savings Banks. 
Storm Lake ‘Buena Vista) R 
Cedar . Brink 


ae ( ) 

aterloo* (Black Hawk) 
Webster Ci 
Winterset ( * 


Abilene* , ed 


Stambaugh & Hurd 
Anthon; larper) 
City (Cowley) 


y (Hi H. Parke Jones 
Arkansas 

Atchison* (Atchison) 

Bellevil 


lle* (Republi 
Beloit* (Mie 
Bird City~ (Cheyenne) 

Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 
Burlington* (Cottey) 
Columbus~ (Cherokee). ..............-..- J. P. Perkins 
Concordia* (Cloud) Pulsifer & Alexander 
John V. Sanders 


. W. Sutton 
See snesdoeenenness L. B. Kellogg 
urbon) 
--D. F. CAMPBELL. Refers to all the banks 
at Fort Scott 
as ..-- HUMPHREY & HUDSON. Office in Union 
Block. Mercantile -— a. 
Fredonia* (Wilson) ...Atwood C 
Garden Cit 


kins & Hopkine 
a Chambers 
E. A. Barber 





Refer to a Count 
Lyons* (Rice)... ee = 





H.G 
GARVER t & BON 
Refer to Salina, Farmers’ and aes Nat. B’ks. 
Santa Fe* (Haskell) D. D. Temple 
sana Bg me 


D. M. Relihan 
8) . R. BROBST 
: Jay J. Smith, banker. 
= hawn 


e) 
--CALL&INGALLS. Referto First National 
ak Bank of — and Bradstreet 
reantile A Agency 
- JON i. COLLIE Refers to Merchants’ 
National Bank. 
Wa Keeney* (Trego) 


Weltington* (Sumner) 

Wichite” (Sedgwick). iieesemene ROHRBAUGH & RAUCH 
Refer to Sedgwick County Bank. (See we ) 

Winfield* (Crowiey).................-0+---- F. C. Hunt 

Yates Center* (Woodson W. H. Slavens 

KENTUCKY. 


Green* (Warren 
* (Kenton) 


Bow! W. W. Mansfield 





Franktort* (Franklin)... .. 
Grayson (Carter) 
Henderson* (Henderson). . 
LOUISVILLE (Fayette) 
ILLE* (Jefferson 
----BRIGHT & BRANDEIS, Cor. Fifth and Jef- 
ferson sts. Kefer to Third National 
Bank and German Insurance Bank. 
--WALTER DARBY, 78 Trust Bldg. Com- 
mercial law a specialty. 
--ROGERS & DUNCAN, 322 Fifth ave. Re- 
fer to Third National Bank. 
Mayfield* (Graves) 
Mi ——y ~*~ (Bell) 


Ne rt* ( 1) 
Paduweah* MoCoee bo 


Winchester* (Clark) 


LOUISIANA. 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension) 
Marksville* (Avoyelles) 
onroe™ (Ouachita 
New Orleans* (Orleans) 
35 Carondelet street. 
Rayville* (Richland) 


. aday 
Beckner & Jouett 


—— Maurin 
_— 
. Sholars 


sipwey BRADFORD 
ROBT. WHETSTONE 


Auburn* (Androscoggin) .............. J. W. Mitchell 
Augusta* (Kennebec) Heath & Tuell 
Bangor* (Penobscot) Henry L. Mitchell 
Biddofora* (Work)..........ccccccccsse seo. F. Haley 
Calais (Washington).............. imam G. Downes 
Cherry field (Washington) 

Dexter (Penobscot) 


oka | Eastport wring 

fers to — k in city or any county official. 

Gardiner (Kennebec * SS & Clason 

Lewiston pe ered TE Mt Drew 

Portland* (Cumberland) LEVI TURNER, JR. 
Refers to Portland Trust Co. Corporations and col- 
lections. 

Rockland* (Knox)...........-.. ..C. E. & A. S. Littlefield 

Saco* (York) Geo. E. Grant 

Thomaston (Knox) J —- E. Moore 

Waterviile (Kennebec) F. A. Waldron 


MARYLAND. 
lis* (Anne Arundel) Frank H. Stockett 
—s (Baltimore) 
.- SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., St. Paul and 
= onal sts. Mercantile law and 


Anna 
BAL 


_SAMUEL'S. ‘BOGGS. Over Mechanics’ N at. 
Bank. Law and collection agency. 
--BONDED a. AGENCY, Daily 

Ree ,? Refers to Fidelity & 
Deposit Co of Maryland. (See card.) 
--PARRY LEE DOWNS, 402, 403, 418 Law 
Bldg. Commercial and corporation 
matters solicited. 
.---ELLIOTT & HOFFMAN, Cor. Fayette and 
St. Paul streets. 
-.W. 5 H. Bee mn ant Manager Merchants’ 
ive Credit & Collection Bureau. 
_eDwin. WARVIE SMITH, Rooms 12, 13, 14 
a Record Building. Counsel for 
nded Collection Agency. 
Bel Air* (Harford) 


Tr ate DAVIS. Mercantile law. 
L.G. LEE. Refers to Second National 
Bank of Bel Air. 
Cambridge* (Dorchester). . —— 0. MITCHELL 
Refers to Dorchester National Ban 
Cumberland’ (Allegany) 5, SEMMES DEVECMON 
Refers to any National Bank in ponent. “5 
Denton* (Caroline) T. P. Fisher 
Cg er Frank Turner 
a a: G. Wi CRUIKSHANK 
Refers to the National Bank of Elkto: = 
Frederick* (Frederick).................. . V. S. Levy 
Hagerstown* (Washington) me bl & Scott 
Princess Anne* (Somerset) Dennis & Bratton 
Salisb —- & = 
Snow H 
Westminster* (Carroll) 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Amesbury (Essex) -- 

Amherst (Hapmshire) 

Barnstable* ( Barnstable) Da & Day 

BOSTON?* (Suffolk) 

——s a BAKER, 178 2 eee st. Refers to 
wal eurtent 

JOHN HA Wisk L BUTLER, Glebe Bldg., 244 Washington 


d.) 
CARPENTER. & & TOWLE 10 Tremont st. Commercial and 
ie on law. Rever to Old Colony Trust Co. 
WALTER CHURCH, 1 Beacon street. 
Estates and Lost Heirs 
FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Building. Reference: 
Freeman's National Bank. 
JAMES E. KELLEY. 220 Devonshire street. 
LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE, 68 Cornhill. 
MERCANTILE LAW CO., 56 Bedford st. B. K. Moore, 
Pres. & nt Refers to Mt. Vernon N.B. (See card.) 
NATIONAL LAW & COLLECTION EXCHANGE. H. B. Hill, 
Mgrs oe ae oe Gen. Counsel. 84 Sumner st. 
anufacturers’ National Bank. 
READ'S TEGAL a a AGENCY. A. H. Read, 


neral Mana; 
Ww. Fe = va Ss. SLOCUM, 257 Washington st. Refer to 
& Leather National Bank. (See card.) 
SPRAGUE. & WASHBURN, 51 Sumner st. Refer to 
Mount Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 


Brockton ( per oe Sweet & Folsom 
Brookfield ( hester) H E. Cottle 





Cambridge* (Qsetineen).... PEVEY 
Refers to First Nati 
Easthampton pooh ven Send to oa 
Fall River (Bristol) ..............- ecvecee Seift & 
Fitchburg (Worcester) 
Gloucester (Essex) 
(Hawpshire) 
Haverhill (Essex) 
Collections a specialty. 
Holyoke (Hampden) JOHN R. CALLAHAN 
Refers to Park National Bank of Holyoke. 
aes, x Bell 
RB. Clark 


TE eal A. A. 


Lawrence (Essex) 
Lee (Berkshire) 
Lowell (Middlesex) 
Refers to Prescott National Bank 
ees (Essex) Henry } F. D mr 
alden (Middlesex) ............-..---- 
Melrose (Middlesex) LYNDE, WARING al NDE 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Boston. 
Milford (Middlesex)....... 
New Bedford (Bristol) . 
Newburyport (Essex). . N.H.J 
Newton (Middlesex). . Ww. F. &W. S. SLOCUM 
Office also at 257 W aahington at at., Boston. (See a) 
Pittafield’ (Berkshire)....... 7 > Ww 
Quincy (Norfolk) ‘ A. Pattie 
Salem 
South ry Meee ta 
Springtield* (Hampde 
Refers to First National 
Stenshom (Middiesex).. LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Boston. 
Fa = (Bristol) G. Williams 
Waltham (Middlesex) 
Watertown (Middlesex) ...............-- 
Westfield (Hampden) Teto KRESS 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Winchester (Middlesex) Geo. 8. Littlefield 
Ww orcester* (Worcester) 
C. R. MAHAN. Refers to First National 


Bank. 
.-CHAS. F. STEVENS. Refers to First and 
Central National Banks. 


— HIGAN. 
Allegan* (Anny 


Ann Arbor* (V ores 

Re fere to Ann Arbor Sav. - aud ——, 
Rattle Creek (Calhoun). . o0esese 
Bay City* (Bay)........-.-.-+..+-- eovece 

Bellaire* (Antrim) ‘ 
a Harbor ( a 
Crosswell (Sanilac) 
DETROIT* (Wa 

-.--BO (EN, 001 beuenae & WHITING, 80 to 8 


ous y+ i. Bost! . 38 —_ am 
ton) 


Grand Rapids* (Kent) 
Houghton* (Houghton) . 
BEE CHU ncccnscscecseseese eveege F. D. M. Da 
Ispheming (Marquette) 
Jackson (Jackson) 
Kalamazoo* (Kalamazoo) 
Lansing (Ingham) 
Refer to ‘Central Michigan § Goan bales Bank, Lansing, 
and Loan & Deposit Bank, 
Margqnuette* (Ma wend eacsencees wesedgecas “DoH. =% 
Midland* (Mid) 
Muskegon" (Mushegeni 
All ) 


Pon 


w* (Saginaw) 
4, 5 and 6 Merrill Block, opposite Court House 
General civil practice in all courts. Refer to 
Sasha, county upped —~ ——— houses in the 
cit. ve — P collection department. 
Sand Beach (Huro Cc. L. 
Sault Ste. "Marie" (Chippewa): Sepanee, OREN &SNELL 
Refer to First N 
Three Rivers (St. Joseph) .R. R. Pealer & Geo. Miller 
West Branch* (Ogemaw) 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw)............-. Saeese 


MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn).......... psebuneaen E. 


. H. Leeman 
Long Prairie* (Todd).................- J.D. Van Dyke 


ennepin) 
IFIELD & FIFIELD, Rooms 434-437 Bank 
of Minneapolis Bldg. 
Montevideo* (Chippewa) . 
Moorhead* (Clay) 
Kochester* (Olmsted) 
Refers to First National = 
St. Paul* (Ramsey) 
St. Peter* (Nicollet) .... 


ee wt 


Winona* (Winona) 
Attorney for Merchants’ Bank of this city. 


-— weeenconelidinn 





ALTY 








\. PEVEY 
Helrveke 
S. ade 


Russel} 
Holyoke 
ARGENT 


aLAMAN 
: ay PP 
CONANT 
Hurlburt 
nter 
. LYNDE 
A. Taft 
H. Jones 
SLOCUM 
ee card. 

i. W 

\. Pattie 
.nderson 
Holvoke 
EBSTER 


k LYNDE 


COLLECTION AGENCY, 


3. Ebrich B eons, Ave., 2d nd 224% ts; Hon. J. E. Ni udge 
.» Importers, 28 Wa Peo a st. ational Provisioner Publishing Gompany, 282 Pesrl { all a 
st., 


tr QUICK 
qa? BaVADWAY, NEW YOR 


COLLECTIONS AND MPT — 


owt, Cty Hall ‘L. M. Hirseh, 





THE AMERICAN 
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Natches* Botan 
MOORE & JONES, Refer to Bank of Rose- 


_ CHARLES SCOTT, President Bank of 


Jeferaon City~ (Cole) 


ty tins ay 


8. ADAMS, New York Life Bldg. 
a? to M jitan Nat'l Bank. 
“ .-GATTS & onie6s, Bldg. 
— to Me 


Bradstreet's. 
‘ CHAS. *. MUSSEY, 515 Main st. Commer- 
cial and ion law. (See card.) 
.. EDW. G. REYN S, 417 American Bank 
Bldg. Mgr. Inter-State a= a a Ager. 








Slater* (Saline) 8. B. Burks 
Bpringteld” (Greene GibzOn & GIDEON 
toC. B. Hotiand’s Bank, Greene County Bank 

ane ‘ aad National Bank. 
Stewartsville (De = scenes - F. Clark 


a (Boone) . 
Trenton* (Grun y).- 
Unionville* (Putnam). 
Refers to National Bank of Union 
Warrensb 
Webb City ( 





asper) 
MONTANA. 
Billings* Fawn. eee 
be 
Great F ..Chas. W oa 
(Missoula) “ROBERT A. TOHAR 
Refers to Western Montana N. Se 


Helena* Gewese . | eee. 

Neihart (M RICHARD ‘BENNETT 
Refers to fra National Bank. 

Whute Sulphur Springs” (Meagher)..A. N. C. Bainum 


NEBRASKA. 
Auburn* (Nemaha) 
Benkelman* (Dundy).. 
Central City* 
Fremont* (Dodge) Loomis & & ABBOTT 

Attorneys for Commercial National Bank, 

Sav'gs Bank and Equitable Build g & Loan 
Geneva* (Fillmore) John D. Carson 
Gothenburg (awson D. F. CAMERON 

Refers to Bank of Gothenbarg. 

Grand a. (Hall) 
Harvard (Clay 

Refers to ¥ irst National and Union State Bank 
Hastings* (Adams) M. A. HARTIGAN 

Refers to Eastern Banking Co. 

yes Centre” (Hayes)..........---se0--- ,6. -- 1 4 
Kearney* (Buffalo) 
Lincoln* (Lancaster) HARWOOD, AMES t 4 PETTIS 

Attorney for First National Bank. 
Nebraska City" (Otoe).........-.....- "Cc. W. SEYMOUR 

City Attorney, U.S. Commissioner, ary | Public. 
North Platte* (Lincoln) J.8 








A nay Ord State B’k and First —_ of —— 
Pawnee City* (Pawnee) 
ma Sheridan) 


NEVADA. 
Carson City* (Ormsby)........eeeeeeeeceseeees T. Coffin 
Reno* (Washoe) Baker & Hines 
Wee” GHOMBOD. cacdcccuccesescscsccs I. W. W hitchee 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andover (Merrimack). G 
Bristol (Grafton) aa Filiny & “Chase 
Concord* (Merrimack) . HARDY 
Commercial Jaw and collections. ican to Frank- 
lin National Bank. 
3 Joshua G. Hall 


Twitchell & Libby 
Batchelder & Faulkner 





re) 
Manchester ( Hillsborough) 
Nashua* (Hillsborough) L & 
Special attention given to commercial law and col- 
lections. Kefers to First National Bank. 
Newport* (Sullivan) A 
Portsmou 


C. Fox 


NEW JERSEY. 


Bayoune (Hudson) Send to i. B.Seymour, J 
ayonne ( son, nD — Cit 
videre* (Warren) : i Baal 
Bloomfield Sieven x) 

Justice of the Peace. Collections a specialty 
} eee ee (Burlington Isaac 

Brook (Somerset) .. 
“— in A a and Notary Public. 
Sari Se a 

a a a 

ko | illeabethe (Une) 


ROBERT E. CHETWOOD, 48 Broad st. 

is --RICHARD F. HENRY, 109 Broad et. (See 
Ca 

Flemin * (Hunterdon 
Freehold* (Monmouth) FaEDERICK PA KER 
Refers to Central National Bank. (See ca 
Gutten 
Hackensack* (Bergen)................-- Cc. W. 
Hackettstown (Warren) 
Harrison (Hudson) .Send to R.B. aguas, Jersey vA 
Hoboken (Hudson) ¢. You G 
Second National — Bldg. ‘avenntiie te Ww. 


Jerse Cit 
7 all Sis ne A. GORDON, 586 Newark ave. Re- 
fers to Hudson City Savings Bank. 
“  ...-R. B. SEYMOUR. Commercial law and 
organization of corporations in this 
State. Refers to First National Bank. 


(See — a 

Matawan (Monmouth).. to Freehold 

Morristown* (Morris) “jugusTUS W. CUTLER 
Practices in Federal and State Courts. (See card.) 


Mount wy ap -- aarmeaene 


ae 
“DANIEL F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. 
W. C. DAMRON, 523 Prudential Bldg. Re- 
fy to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Ase’n, 
Broadway, New York. 
eee ser NL JOHNSON, 800 Broad «t. Refers 
Merchants’ National Bank. 
JOHN WHITEHEAD, 622-628 Prudential 
Bidg. United States and Supreme 
Osea ees (See card.) 
New Brunewick* (Ml 
i DIXON CUNNINGHAM, 377 Geo 
* "CHAS. P. FORD, Room'l, Masonic 
J ustice of thePeace andNota: 
“ ..VAN CLEEF, DALY & WOODBRI 


Paterson st. 
Orange mee 2 
« ooke Be te mga Mercantile collections a 
. (See card.) 

re _ JOSEPH K. H K, FIELD, = Main street. 
Paterson* (P RAYION E. HORTON 
— WM. A. CODDINGTON 
202 West — st. Reters to First N Bank. 


Rahway ese 

LESLIE LUPTON, Exchange Building. 
” ener 1 D. SCISCO, Solicitor in 
. (See card.) 

——_"" VAIL & ARD. (B. A. Vail, C.D. bY 
Red Bank (Monmouth) Applegate tt 
Somerville* (Somerset) GEO. W ANDERS N 

Master in ne and Notary Public. 

Trenton* haw 
SOHN H. BACKES, Forst & Rickey Bldg. 
Commercial and corporation law. 
.---C. &. BIDDLE, 42 West State st. Mer- 


st. 

Hall. 
Public. 
GE, 41 


Wert Hoboken (Hudson) 
Woodbridge (Middlesex) 
Mercantile law a specialty. 
Wood dury* (Gloucester) 
NEW MEEICO. 
Albuquerque* (Bernalillo). ...........- 
ewe (Colfax) 


Santa Fe* (Santa Fe) . W.B. Sloan 
Socorro* QBeOGETOD . 2. oc cvccccccccccctcccced J. D. Brooks 


NEW YORK. 


MILLS & BRIDGE, 44 Tweddle Bldg. Cor- 
ration and commercial law. Refer 
National Exchange Bank. 

..ROBERT G. SCHERER, 6x State st. Refers 

to Mecbanics & = Bank. 
estbroo 


Albany* (Anes 


( & Borst 
— (Cayuga) oa W.H. "SEWARD, Jr. 
Genesee Caen. ollections 
Betavia’ (Genesee) pr = D WEB WEBSTER 
Refers to — of _ — Farmers’ Bank. 


Bingham ton* (Broome 
CLIFFORD S. ARMS. Collections s: ity. 
_ - ee SPERRY & VAN CLEVE, Phel 
Bldg. Refer to Merchants’ B 


Brookl (Kin 
a + ington F. ELLIOTT, Garfield Building. 
= ...-MOREHOUSE & FISH, 16 Court st. Com- 
mercial and corporation law(See card). 

Buffalo* (iets 


..CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 84 White Bldg. 
oe and corporation law. De- 
ions taken. R: fers to City Bank. 
“ oe CLINTON: CLARK & INGRAM, 24 W. Seneca 
st. Actorney s for Bank of Commerce. 
Canandaigua* (Ontario HENRY M. FIELD 
Bank Block. Refers to McKechnie & Co., bankers. 
Catakill” (Geeeme) ==» JAMES Br OLNEY 
Hefers to Catek ati 
Corning* (Steuben). .......------++---- F. A. Williams 
Cortland" (Cortland) JOHN E. ~~ — 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua).........-..------ c. D. 


Wm. N. Noble 

Fowler & Weeks 

YETTE E. MOYER 
ohnstown 


estchester) 
----CHAS. F. iwi = office at Mount 


ernon. ( 
+ ----MORRIS F. KANE. Refers to Bank of 
pn Eee elle. 


NEW Y' ryt ote 
BRIGHAM & BAYLIS, #1 +, st. Refer to Seventh 
National Bank. 


ISAAC M. ARON, 1515 | irst ave. Refers to to Clark, Ben- 
ra o., London Eng., and New York. (See card.) 
WM. F. . eae 8 3-9 Beekman st. and 3059 Third ave. 


Practices all courts. 
eee a WughEs & FA. aes 96 Broadway and 6 


street. 
3. B. CONKLING, 19 Liberty ot. Counselor and 
— ons — ber a Refers to "7 


ichols, banker, way. 

BEN). FRANKLIN, 2174 4 Thea ave. Refers to Twelfth 

Ward Bank. (See card. 
— & GLEASON L 

Bank blic. Bee card.) 

JOSEPH A. WARIPHY, 169-1 Broadway. Practices in 

all courts. 
ey WEIDERMAN, 3070 Third avenue. Refers to 
R. at LEARNED, 61:85 Park Row. Collections a spe- 


(See adv 
wu.iUs LenMann, 3 Counsel for Merchants’ Collection 
Broadway. Notary Public; _——— 


taken. (See adv. pages.) 
oe FISH, , 206 roadway: Commercial and 


(See 
SHAW = 1285 Broadway. Practice in all courts. 


(See card.) 
JAMES J. THORNLEY, 29 Park Row. Colections a spe- 
cialty. (See card.) 
Collections, Patents, Trade-Marks, Copyrights, Etc. 
HENRY r COMNETT -1323 Namen st. Solicitor and Expert 


EQUITABLE MERCANTILE SEnGY, Temple Court. 
pa a everywhere; 16 years in business; high 


est r- ferences. 
meiQaiek cal Cea nerien AGENCY, a 
uick collections and prom ymen' 
uired. - (ion ade top ~ n 
CHAS. iS WANLERS, 11 -- elhg f aadn 4 
Copyrights. (See card.) 


Ogdensburg (St. Lawrence) 


Oswego" (Osw: 
nD w. CULLINAN. Refers to the First 
W. z GARDENIER, 5 Fitzhue Blag., Kast 
“ - q ue 
First street. 


wee” (Dutchess) 
MARTIN ee — Refers to any 


bank in P. 1 ow eepsic. 

C. W. H. ARNO ~ i — Aa for Pough- 
one National Bank. 

.-.- WILKIN ON & COSSUM, 35 Market st. At 


torneys for Dutchess County Mutual 
Ins' Co. a & Manu- 


) Coxe 
ee (Ulster EGBERT wuiTTA 
in Geemmticcibaait and trustee in 


ties Savings Bank. 
ey JOHN D. MILLER 


* (Onon 
BENEDICT & THOMSON, 418-420 Kirk 
Refer to Bank of Syracuse. 
ewe CHARLES | MELDRAM, 209 210 “The 
er Refers to Trust & Deposit 


Co. o1 of Onondaga 
.---FRANK C. SARGENT, 324-325 Kirk block. 


----WILSON “a FORBES, » 12 Whit Pano 
for of Syracuse 

- Springs X ational Bank. 
eee swi.son oa Larned ye Refer 


racuse. (See ca ~) 
GURDON G. SHRAUDER 
law a ity. 


me. LEE, 67-75 Arcade Bl Attorney 
o — mead nds. & Commer- 


White Plains* Webbe, a ‘stevie s. MARSHALL 
Yonkers (Westchester LLEN TAYLOR 
Refers to First National Bank. 


Lower de: CAROLINA. 
GEO. S. BRADSHAW 


ae Bank, High« Point. 








Arlin (Hudson). Send to eae comes 
Aneey Poe (Monmouth) Prochold 


Denton & MaeDew 
Geo. L. 


P. A. CUMMINGS 
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Charlotte* (Mecklenburg) 
Fayetieville* (Cumberland) 
Commercial practice a specia’t 
Greenville* (Pitt) F. Tyson 
GEO. iw SPARGER 


) 
ple’s ae Bank, Winston, N.C. 
Jno. W. Hinsdale 


Refers to Wallace Bros., merchants and Sy 
Williamston* (Wilkes)................-... 
Wilmington* (New Hanover)....... iREDELLD MEARES 

Refers to Atlantic National Bank. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 

Bismarck* yond LET Frank V. Barnes 
Devil's Lake* (Ramsey) ............-. EATON & HIGBEE 

Refer te First and Union Nat. Banks, ber Forks. 
Ellendale DDD cacsuceninne. totcuwensste COLE 
F PRIMO ..ninenccscces wman, Spaldin 2 Phel 
Grand Forks* (Grand — vemaniate ATON . HIGBEE 

Refer to First and Union National B 

Gaex. HERBERT | W. “MORPHY 
Refers to State Bank of Northwood. 


OHIO. 
I IID. icc ncresindcsccoosnnens W. F. Sawyer 
Cilebatl? GtRE) nnn ncecces cqccce . Miller & Pomerene 
CINCINNATI® (Hamilton) 
.--JOSEPH COX, Jr., Chamber of Commerce 
Building. (See card.) 
a ..--DAVID JAS. DAVIS, 99 W. Fourth street. 
on National Collecting Co. 
Cleveland* (Cuyahoga) 
wis E.W. GODDARD, Society for Savings +4 
Refers by commen te First Nat. B 
Columbus* (Franklin 
Dayton* Coo) 
wae DUSTIN, Callahan Block. Refers 
4 Merchants’ National Bank and W. 
P. Callahan & Co. 
- _GOTTSCHALK & BROWN, Odd Fellows’ 
Temple. Refer to all banks 
Defiance* (Defiance)...................- M. E. ORCUTT 
-—eeaeae law and collections. Refers to Defiance 


ban 
Delphos (Allen) Pompe ssieusovesbevneen 
EE 
Mansfield* (Richland)................ 
ee 
Magia (BrOWD).........2c-ccccccccceseee 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 
Rs nderh os daenek Phinney & Merrill 
Be ines a initiate HENRY S. BUNKER 
318 Madison st. Refers to Bradstreets’ Agency. 
Van Wert* (VanWert)...............- MARBLE & STITZ 
Refer to Van Wert National Bank. 
Wilmington* (Clinton).................- G. P. THORPE 
Refers to any bank in the county. 
Zanesville* (Muskingum)... _MUNSON & ADAMS 
. 134 Main st. Refer to all banks in the city. 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

} cared (Logan)...-..-.++----+-++-- HAVENS & ORNER 
sher* (Kingfisher) ..........- BOYNTON & — 
fers e Bank of Kingfisher and Commercial Bank 

Oklahoma* (Oklahoma) .............-- SWEET & DEAN 

Perry (Cherokee Strip) .....-.----- COUCH & WEBSTER 

Refer to Bradstreets or any bank > Perry. 

Stillwater* (Payne).................-- . S. WORKMAN 

Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ oa 


OREGON. 
Portland* (Multnomah).......... EMMONS & EMMONS 
609 to 612 Chamber of Commerce Building. 
NS eae J 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Allentown* (Lehigh)........... MORRIS L. ae 
Refers to a Valley Trust . Safe Deposit Co. 
OS OU eee eee S. LEISENRING 
nl rae = Law and Pe aera Distinctly. 
Bellefonte* (Centre)........--- Beaver, Gephart '& Dale 
Bradford (McKean).........-.-..- McSweeney & Byles 
—— I JOHN M. WHITE 
Public. Refers to Jefferson Co. Nat. Bank. 
urg” (Franklin 
Ghearbeld® CR ciasssesineke 
Connellsville (Fayette) .........-.-..---- 
Easton* (Northampton) ...........-. 


Arnold & Morton 


be 
_ PSSA J. R. 1 YOUNGMAN 
Commercial matters given special attention. 
Meadville* (Crawf a Josh Deusen 
cencescccoccocccss FALLS 
Refers to National 1 Bank of La 


New Castle* (Lawren . 
Norristown* a coses WM. F. I. F. DANNEHOWER 
PHILAD hia 


Seam ‘SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO. (Allen C. 
ddieton and Walter D. Griscom) , 433. 
as <> epee Law, Collections, 


Pee * Be ati  BAMBERGER, 606 Chestnut St. 
ice, commercial law and 
Srestaone Refer to Commercial Na- 


ae EDWARD EF 
TAS. C. S: g. Refers to 
Peo ont Lite & TrestOe (See card.) 





a Alege ony) 
noel APMAN, 170 Fourth ave. Cor- 
= and commercial law. Refers 
mbia National Bank. 
a DUNCAN & KING, 21 Fourth ave. Commer- 


and collections. 

cnn ‘sanEL a pares wry he ue ) dth ave. Com- 

i Ison d collections. 
en _MERCANTIL PROTECTIVE begs pa 91 

Fifth ave. Geo. H. Connick 
---.J. M. & W. F. ROBB, 143 4th ave. Com- 
mercial law and. collections. 

----J. K. WALLACE. Refers to’ Formers’ De- 
posit conan Bank 
Pottsville* (Schuylkill a 
Reading* (Berks) 


anna) 
Refer to Traders’ Nat'l and First Nat'l 1 Ban 
Sunbury* (Northumberland) 
Titusville (Crawford)..... co Byles 
Uniontown* —- H. L. Robinson 
ERRICK & YOUNG 


Wellsboro* (Tioga) 
Refer to Wellsboro National Bank 
West Chester* (Chester) .......... TAMES C. SELLERS 
Refers to Nat. Bank of Chester County. (See card.) 
Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne)........... G 
Williamsport* (Lycoming) 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank of Ww illiamsp’ t. 
pa N . Wanner 


RHODE ISLAND. 
ini on scke cb cudcacdeduee Samuel Norris 
Newport* (Newport)................... W. P. Sheffield 
Providence* (Providence)......... JOHN T. BLODGETT 

27 Custom House st. Refers to First Nat'l Bank. 
Pawtucket (Providence).............. .... J. L. Jenks 
Woonsocket (Providence)............. Chas. F. Ballou 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
ee CEERI. vo cbadenn ss aatectatacn Henderson Bros. 
Beaufort* (Beaufort)............... ...- W.I1 Verdier 
Ce GIN 5 on. sc ancsnsncnened C. L. Winkler 
—e (Charleston) 

= .-MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P. O. Box 156. 
Refer to any bank in city. (See card.) 
oe ..SIMONS, SIEGLING & CAPPELMANN, 46 
Broad street. Attorneys for German- 

American Trust & Savings Bank. 
* --SMYTHE & LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to 

First National Bank. (See card.) 
Orangeburg* (Orangeburg)........-.. P. T. Hildebrand 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Aberdeen* ( ——, ncaa toale TAUBMAN & WILLIAMSON 
Refer to First N.B. and Bldg.& Loan — nof Dak. 
Bangor (Walworth)............cccceeceee 
Chamberlain* (Brule).................-00.- 
Hot Springs* (Fall River)... ........ 
Refers to First Nationa] Bank. 
Huron* (Beadle) ............. bask pavneded John L. Pyle 
Mound City* (Campbeil)................ A. Sutherland 
PRE? TIED 660s ctcccesecccocscctess . March 
Rapid City* (Pennington) .............. Wood & Buell 
SIOUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 
“ .-BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer toMinnehaha 
and Sioux Falls Nat. B’ks. (See card.) 
“ ..--U.S.G. CHERRY. Refers to Union Trust 
Co. and Minnehaha National Bank. 
” ..--DONOVAN & GLOVER. Refer to Dakota Na- 
tional Bank. 


TENNESSEE, 

Brownsville* (Haywood)............... J. E. Moore 
Chattanooga* (Hamilton).................. Ww. Ss. SM ALL 
49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third Nat'l Bank. 
Knoxville* (Knox).......-...-.---.... M. E. BUCKLEY 

Refers to East Tennessee National Bank. 
eer (Shelby)..-.---.- CASSELBERRY & MARTIN 
adison st. Refers to Continental National and 

(See card.) 

wadesonmedod Lemuel R. Campbell 
OEE M. A. Cummings 
Waverly* A oat le pécdadienadekwns R. T. Shannon 


siercantibe Banks. 


Anstie® (Tretia). occcccesccccscccss: 
Brownwood* (Brown 
™ one JENKINS & a mccantuey. Refer to First 


Nati 
” . JOHN oe WORK. Collections made in any 


Coleman* (Coleman)..........-...ssccees T. J. WHITE 
Refers to the First National Bank of Coleman 

Corsicana” = comosenesesusreser G. W. HARDY 

Dallas* ( 

6 weeds FULTON. Siete in all parts of Texas. 


(See 
% oncllly 8. MERCHANT, 281 Main * Refers 
to El Paso National Bank, El Paso. 
Denton* aut inrviamedinmmnacepecousd L. FULT 
Collects in all parts of Texas. 
El Paso* (El = 
Fort Worth" 


- Mann a Boker 
———— (Coryell) .........---.-0+--- J. E. WALKER 
Reters I Fivst 2 and — National Banks. 
Greenville* (Hunt)..............-.--- Grubbs & Sewell 
pansccse se eeceeeee OMS, & Bevedins 


eee e meee ee eeanenaee 


oO * (Weber)..........-...-.- Valentine G: 
Sat Lake" (Salt )- SHEPARD, CHERRY & SHEPARD 





VERMONT. 
Bellows Falls a{Winthem) ieens ebtcgeeiiiteas 
Brattleboro ( heme eeny n ebcedisahed 

paacseeennaud Powell 
Senta (Wey Dillingham i Hiused a 
Northfield (Washington)............... 
Rutland* (Rutland)..............cses.-- 
St. Albans* (Franklin)................. Ro 
St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia)..... eocscoess Ide 
Woodstock* (Windsor)............ French & So 


VIRGINIA. 

Alexandria* (Alexandria). ..... anees ss G. Bent 

Charlottesville (Albemarle)............ W. C. DAMRON 
Refers to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Ass’ n, 206 Broad- 
way, New York. 

Christiansburg* (Montgomery) pasacewienalll 

Clifton Forge (Alleghany).......... DUNCAN we KING 
Refer to Alleghany Bank: 

Danville (Pittesylvania)................ . E. BOULDIN 
Collections, Making and isa “after Invest- 
ments for Capitalists. 

Fredericksburg (Spottsylvania) ....Marye & Fitzhugh 

Gordonsville (Orange).................- . C. DAMRON 
Refers to Aaaey s’ & Agencies’ Ass’ n, 206 B - 
way, New 

Harrisonburg* (Rockingham) pathatis JOHN E. ROLLER 
Collections a speciaity. 

cael (Rockbridge) ........... 

+ ea eters Gee R. G. H. Kean 

anchester* (Chestertield)............. Wm. I. om 

Norfolk* (Norfolk)...... Neely, Seldner & Warrn 

Radford (Montgomery) .............. RO. L. GARD ER 
Refers to wilaski 3 National Bank. 

— (Henrico) 

- JAMES LYONS, 1111 E. Main st. (P.O. Box 
269.) Refers to Nat. Bank of Virginia. 

Koanoke (Roanoke)...............-. 

Staunton* (Augusta) ................-- . C. BRAXTON 
Refers to National Valley Bank, Staunton. 

Suffolk* (Nansemond)..................- R. H. Rawles 

Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams 


WASHINGTON. 
CabRa® COMMON) « 0050 cc ceccccncsceses A 
—— Ces cacnecessdaueanne 
Port Townsend* (Jefferson) ..............- M. 
I ec ccccccocsasuses 
413 to 416 New Y ork Block. 
Snohomish* (Snohomish).............-..- John. B. Ault 
Spokane* (Spokane). ..............-- Kennan & Belden 
Tacoma* (Pierce).......... EASTERDAY & EASTERDAY 
Refer to any bank in the city. 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla) .............. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


; Charleston* (Kanawha).............. ADAMS & SMITH 


Refer to Kanawha National Bank. (See card.) 
Clarksburg* (Harrison).................. o Af L 
Fairmont* (Marion) - MARTIN 
Grafton* (Taylor) ita ". ROBINSON 

Refers to Merchants & Mechanics’ Savings Bank. 
Huntington® (Cabell)........<ccccsee- Simms & Enslow 
Martinsburg* (Berkeley).......... Faulkner & Walker 
ee, wees ml) 

UTCHINSON, HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. 
Chief Counsel in West Virginia for 
Baltimore & Ohio R. R. wa (See card.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason).............-. J. S. SPENCER 

Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 

Ravenswood (Jackson)...............- N. C, PRICKITT 

Refers to Bank of Ravens 
Wheeling’ (Ohio)... ..... FERDINAND J. WINGERTER 

Collections a specialty. Refers to People’s Bank. 


WISCONSIN. 
ehete (Kewaunee).............- + eae & DECKER 
Refer to State Bank of Kewaunee 
ppleton* (Outagomie) 
Thland* (Ashland) 
Chip wa Falls* (Chi 
2 Plaire* (Ea Eau Claire) 
Fond du Lac = du Lac).. 


‘Henry D. Ryan 
A: E. Dixon 


) 
Marinette* (Marinette) 
MILW AUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
“ .... JAMES DOUGLAS, 513-514 Pabst Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank. 

“  ....A. J. EIMERMANN, Metro olitan Block, 
Refers to Second W Savings Bank 
and Pabst Brewing Co. 

Oshkosh* (Winnebag»). . . - FES & Kleist 
Racine (Racine) John \ Eo 
Superior* (Douglas) 
Weat Su Lammy Silverthorn, Hurley, Ryan: ones 
est a 
sowie 5 ARNOLD. Refers to Bank of Com- 
and Superior National Bank. 

Ja THORSON & CR ORD, 11-12 Archie 

Block. Refer to Superior Nat. 


WYOMING TERRITORY. 
| Shepenne Uinta). 
Laramie* (Albany) 


PUPP e Pee PTET TCC eee ite 


Tupper, “Phippen & Tupper 


BRUNSWICK. 
(Westmoreland) .......... Atkinson 
Bt ohne rr McRae 


Prreer errr 
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annapolis Royal Annapolis)....-...Wm. M. DeBlois 
ia Royal* (Anna Perr m. M. 
Halifax* (Halifax). Borden, Ritchie Parker & Chisholm 
o yf Breton)..........- Gillies & Mac Echen 
remouth* (Yarmouth) ....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sona 
ONTARIO. 
Chatbam* (Kent) eee een ewe ee arene omees--- Edwin Bell 
* (Wentworth) CARSCALLEN,CAHILL & ROSS 
Refer to the Bradstreet Company. 
Toronto* (York) 
BAIN, LAIDLAW & KAPPELE, Im Bank Bldg. 
Solicitors for Imperial Bank of a. 
BEATTY, BLACKSTOCK, NESBITT & CHADWICK. (W. 
i. Beatty, Thos. Gibbs Blackstock, Geo. Tate 
Blackstock, Q. C.; Wallace Nesbitt, E. M. Chad- 
wick, Thos. Percy Galt, William H. Brouse, David 
Fasken, A. Monro Grier.) Sol citors for Bank ot 
Toronto, Board of Trade and R. G. Dun & Co. 
(Mercantile Agent 7), New York. 
BLAKE, LASH & C SELS. (Edw. Blake, Q. C.; S. H. 
Blake, Q. C.; Z. A. Lash, Q. C.; Walter Cassels, 
.C.; A. McKenzie, W. H. Blake, Hume Blake, 
i F. Blake, McGregor Young, A. W. TE y A 
D. Law.) Solicitors for C jan Bank of Com- 


merce. 

CROMBIE, WORRELL & GWYNNE, 18 King street, West. 
Solicitors for Bank of Montreal 

MILLAR, RIDDELL & LE VESCONTE, 55-57 Yonge st. 
Refer to Standard Bank of Canada. (See card.) 

JAMES PARKES & CO., 14 Front st. Refer to Traders’ 
Bank of Canada. 









GAS, 









QUEBEC. 
Montreal* (Montreal) 
“  ....ATWATER & MACKIE, 151 St. James st. 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia. 
.... BURROUGHS & BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 
613 and 614 New York Life Bldg. 
....-McGIBBON & DAVIDSON, N.Y. Life Bidg. 
Att'ys for Merchants’ B’k of Halifax. 
“ _. MORRIS & HOLT,185St.J ames st. Solicitors 
for Canadian Bank ot Commerce. 
ebec* (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
peenne GENIE « co cncgnésceesevesdeecess D. DARBY 
Attorney for Eastern Townships Rank. 
NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 
y y* (Alberta) 
ong OW. L. BERNARD. Estab. 1888. Solicitor 
to Legal & Commercial Exchange of 
Canada. Collections a specialty. Re- 
fers to Imperial Bank of Canada. 





AND OTHER 























A meeting of the Section of Legal Education of the American 
Bar Association was held at Plymouth Church in the city of Mil- 
waukee, August 30th, 1893. George M. Sharp, of Maryland, stated 
that at an informal meeting of a number of gentlemen interested in 
legal education, held in Saratoga in August, 1892, during the session 
of the American Bar Association, it was decided to call a more gen- 
eral meeting of those interested in legal education, to be held at 
Milwaukee in Angust, 1893, during the session of the Association; 
and that a committee of five had been appointed by that conference 
to prepare plans and issue invitations for such a meeting. This 
committee was composed of James Bradley Thayer, of Massachu- 
setts, Chairman; Simeon E. Baldwin, of Connecticut; Wm. G. Ham- 
mond, of Missouri; Ed. Baxter of Tennessee; and George M. Sharp, 
of Maryland, Secretary. 

Mr. Thayer being unavoidably absent, Mr. Sharp, Secretary of 
that Committee, called the meeting to order. Temporary officers of 
the Section were then elected as follows: Chairman, Simeon E. Bald- 
win, of Connecticut; Secretary, George M. Sharp, of Maryland. 
The Chairman stated that an addition to the by-laws of the Bar As- 
sociation had been adopted at the meeting of the Association, known 
as By-Law XIV, which authorized the organization of this Section. 
fon) he By-Law was then read by the Secretary, and was as 

ollows : 




















BY LAW XIV. 

1. A Section of the Association to be known as the Section of 
is hereby established, which shall meet annually in connection with meeting of 
the Association, but not during such hours as the Association is in session. 

2. Its object shall be the of methods of legal education, and it may 
make recommendation which shall be referred by the Associa- 
tion to the Committe on Legal Education. 





Education 











8d EDITION. 
Latest and Best Work on Corporations. 


Cook’s Stock, Stockholders and 


NEW CHAPTERS ON 
ork STREET RAILROADS, 


TELEGRAPH, 
TELEPHONE, 
ELECTRIC LIGHT, 
PLANK ROAD, 


QUASI PUBLIC 
CORPORATIONS. 


2 Volumes, 2,500 Pages. 





1894, 





Corporation Law. 


IMPORTANT 
NEW MATTER 
ON 
RE-ORGANIZATION, 
BONDS, 
MORTGAGES, 
FORECLOSURES 
AND 
RECEIVERS. 











The Statutory and Constitutional Provisions of all the States 
given in a comprehensive summary. 


Ready in January, 1894. 
Price, $12,00, Net. Prepaid on receipt of $12.50. 








“ ...-E. CAVE. Refers to Bank of Montreal or 
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PROCEEDINGS 

OF THE : 

SECTION ON LEGAL EDUCATION, 
OF THE 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 


HELD IN MILWAUKEE, WIS., AUGUST 30, 31 and SEPTEMBER 1, 1893. 


3. The proceedings of the Section may be published from time to time at the 
discretion of the Executive Committee, and on the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Publications of the Association. 


4, All members of the Association who desire, may enroll themselves as mem- 
bers of the Section, and persons not eligible for membership in the Association, but 
who are engaged in teaching law, may be admitted to the privilege of the floor at 
any meeting of the Section by vote of the Section. 


5. The Section shall be organized by the annual appointment of a President 
and Secretary by the Section at its first session. 

The Chairman stated that this meeting of the Section was held 
for organization under the By-Law which had been read. 


The Chairman requested all the gentlemen present, who desired 
to enroll themselves as\members of the Section, to sign their names 
in the Clerk’s book. The following gentlemen enrolled themselves 
as members of the Section: Austin Abbott, New York; Leonard A, 
Jones, Massachusetts; Emlin McLain, Iowa; James F. Colby, New 
Hampshire; William G. Hammond, Missouri; George D. Watrous, 
Counecticut; Edward V. Raynol Connecticut; Edwin Burritt. 
Smith, Illinois; Frederick 8. He , Illinois; Joel W. Tyler, Ohio; 
Harvey B. Hurd, Illinois. Henry Wade yr: a . W. Mel- 
drim, Georgia; George M. , Maryland; Charles Claflin Allen, 
Missouri; Simeon E. Baldwin, Connecticut; Talcott H. Russell, Con- 
necticut; Edmund H. Bennett, Massachusetts; Samuel C. Bennett, 
Massachusetts; Robert S..Gould, Texas; Allen R. Bushnell, Wis- 
consin; W. H. H. Russe ~~ Newell R. Kennon, Ohio; Burr 
W. Jones, Wisconsin; Frank C. Smith, New York; George P. 
Wanty, Michigan; Samuel Williston, Massachusetts. 

It was resolved that a committee of three be elected to nominate 
@ permanent chairman and secretary of the Section. The following 
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tlemen were then elected members of the Committee: Messrs 

cLain, Colby and Hurd. 

The Committee reported, nominating the following gentlemen 
for permanent chairman and secreiary, who were then elected: 
Chairman, Henry Wade Rogers, of Hlinois; Secretary, George M. 
Sharp of Marylan. 

It was resolved that a committee of*three be elected to prepare 
by-laws or rules for the Section. The following Committee was 

ected: Messrs. Hammond, Rogers and Sharp 

Mr. Austin Abbott of New York, then read the following paper: 


“EXISTING QUESTIONS OF LEGAL EDUCATION.” 
BY AUSTIN ABBOTT. 


In rising to respond to the request of your committee, I desire, 
first of all, to express my sense of our indebtedness to them for their 
very instructive report. They have surveyed and mapped out be- 
fore us the present condition of American Legal Education. For 
one, I have received from their report much light both upon scope 
and upon methods of instruction. They have given us a great store 
of information, and have added what I have found to be very help- 
ful comments on the facts they have given us. The committee con- 
clude that for the majority of Ameriean Law Schools the required 
course cannot exceed two years; and they recommend that some 
elective studies in higher jurisprudence be added to the two years 
course, and they show very clearly that post-graduate courses are 
needed. They present much information as to methods of instruc- 
tion, and it appears to me that the best way to fulfil the present 
purpose is to lay before you the questions raised in my mind by this 
report in connection with my own as yet brief experience in instruc- 
tion, in the hope that in the ensuing discussion the views expressed 
by others may aid many of us. I will, therefore, ask your attention 
to the following points: 

I. The new phase of law presented by existing American Juris- 
prudence—Rules suited to the condition of our people. 

II. How far ought law schools to teach procedure f 

(1.) Is it practicable f , 

(2.) If taught, should it he before, after, or cencurrently with 
substantive law ? 

ILI. In respect to special methods of class work:— 

(1.) Where a text book is the basis of instruction, should the 
teacher’s exposition precede or follow the reading ? 

2.) Should students be catechised on what they have heard and 


(3.) Can written exercises be utilized ? 
IV. Post-graduate law courses. 


I. THE NEW PHASE OF LAW PRESENTED BY EXISTING AMERICAN 
JURISPRUDENCE. 


Theories of the proper scope of Legal Education naturally vary 
according to one’s habitual conceptions of the law itself. Many of 
the profession, including perhaps now, as doubtless heretofore, a 
great majority of instructors in law and of writers on jurisprudence, 
are accustomed to regard law as a fixed system of unchangeable 
principles together with the deductions which logic dictates in the 
the effort to apply those principles to new cases or varying circum- 
stances. This conception is evidently founded on the Common Law. 
Ite adherents readily concede that the science of law includes such 
of the doctrines of Equity as by long recognition have become hard- 
ened into rules, and to some extent imitated and adopted by the 
courts exercising jurisdiction at law; but they seem to treat any 
movement of equity beyond the rules as an anomalous interference 
with law,—a disturbing force from without,—which must, indeed, 
be recognized and allowed for, but is nevertheless foreign to the 
fundamental conception of law as a harmonious system of predeter- 
mined uniform rules. 

We shall, doubtless, all agree on the soundness and, indeed, the 
necessity of this conception of law as a part of any just theory of 
modern jurisprudence, and a hundred years ago it was fairly ade- 
quate. But I desire, in connection with it, to direct your attention 
to the necessity at the present day of recognizing and co-ordinating 
with it another and very different conception. t us for a moment 
turn away from our books, which are all more or less modelled, or 
at least influenced, by the old conception of law. and watch the 
courts of this country to see what th-y are = 4 doing. What is 
the “law” which we are now administering? What the method of 
reasoning that even common law courts are really pursuing? Is it 
simply a system of logic, having inflexible commands of a superior 
for its premises, and the inflexible lines of a syllogism as its deduc- 
tions? An examination of the current reports of the decisions of the 
courts of last resort will show that, while many cases are decided 
upon that principle, a considerable proportion even of common law 
cases are decided upon principles of utility. Our law courts not on- 
ly use something of the same freedom in looking for premises in the 

octrime of good faith that courts of equity have always used, but 
courts of law and courts of equity alike are now using like freedom 
in looking for premises in the present interests of society. Cases are 
now frequent in which our courts of last re-ort are guided in their 
decision by considering which of several rules will work the best. 
This is not the jurisprudence of a system of commands; it is the ju- 
risprudence of common weltare wrought out by free reasoning upon 
the actual facts of life. American jurisprudence as actnally admin- 
istered to-day is the jurisprudence of the commonwealth. 

In some few matters the law still finds its premises in Rever- 
ence for the Divine, as did Ecclesiastical and Canon Law. Ina 





——., 
$$ 


large class of matters it finds its premises in the Constitution and 
Statutes, which are in the nature of commands; and upon all thin 
within their scope we reason as strictly from them as did the Com. 
mon Law, which proceeded from premises furnished by monarchial 
legislation, and by the equally inflexible usages of the realm. But 
the great mass of the business of our courts, to-day, turns upon 
questions not wholly foreclosed by the history of the past. 
question: What is the traditional law that has come down to us? is 
still asked; but another question is always open, viz: Does our sit- 
uation to-day enggest the wisdom of a deviation from that tradi- 
tional law? The key-note of this good change was struck when our 
courts determined that, notwithstanding the unqualified adoption 
of the English Common Law by our Constitutions, they would ap. 
ply and enforce only so much as is suited to our conuition. From 
that time forth it has always been, for a court of last resort, a le- 
gitimate enquiry, what rule on the subject under consideration is 
suitable to the condition of our people? and a legitimate course to 
disregard common law rules whenever unsuitable, and to consult the 
common welfare of the people, as sound premises for the decision of 
any question not foreclosed by statutory authority. 

Those who have not examined the subject may be surprised to 
see how far this principle is now tacitly embodied in our law. [| 
would characterize the existing American jurisprudence as Suitable 
Jurisprudence. Historical Jurisprudence shows us how we reached 
our present level; Analytic Jurisprudence clears our conceptions of 
the various possible rules; Comparative Jurisprudence gives us 
breadth of view in comparing them. But existing American Juris- 
prudence looks also to the actual situation of affairs. All the phases 
of a treated in the books are tributary to the wisdom 
and caution necessary in working out the development—now steadily 

oing on, whether we recognize it or not—the construction ofa 
jurisprudence of utility, a jurisprudence which, recognizing the un- 
speaxable value of all the traditions of the past, and respecting the 
limits of statutory command, seeks also for the premises to be found 
in the welfare of the community, and reasons from them, too, in as- 
certaining what principles are suitable to be received as governing 
the administration of law among our people. It would be easy to 
show that this change in the conception of law is necessitated by 
our condition, and that its future advance is inevitable. This, then, 
I suggest should be, and sooner or later must be, included within 
the outline or framework of American legal education. Te do this 
we must, as our courts of last resort and our ablest counsel already 
do, add to the process of reasoning upon the technical premises fur- 
nished by the common law, broad views of the sociologic and ethical 
considerations which ought to control in a balancei conflict of au- 
thority, or an absolutely new question. Every department of human 
knowledge should be laid under contribution to furnish this new 
jurisprudence of the Commonwealth—a jurisprudence which respects 
the past, but moves forward according to the requirements of the 
welfare of the present and the immediate future. Unless all signs 
of the times fail, the American system of independent legislation in 
the several States, and an elective judiciary and the growing ap- 
preciation by a at large of the science of public and social 
economy, are 8 ily diminishing the area and relative influence of 


the common law, bringing into inevitable disrepute the idea of law 
as a command, enlarging in every direction the domain of equity 
and raising into its true importance the judicial recognition of sound 
reasoning upon the consequences of a rule, as a safe guide in an ever- 


increasing class of cases. I hazard nothing in predicting that 
American jurispradence will soon be recognized as being as far in 
advance of the common law of the books as a true democratic com- 
monwealth is in advance of a monarchical government by edict and 
decree. Our schools must not, therefore, exclude or ignore, as some 
theories of legal education do, the quality of statesmanship which is 
legitimately entering the domain ot our law, by the dour of equity, 
and through the vestibule which the novel conditions of a new 
country have formed. 


I desire to see founded, in my law school I hope, but at all 
events in some conspicuous and influential centre, a professorship of 
the Ethics of Jurispradence, or the Sociology of Jurisprudence, or 
both—the jurisprudence of utility in the broadest sense—Suitable 
Jurisprudence. I do not mean professional ethics, or theological 
ethics applied to law, nor abstract ethics in any sense. I mean a 
chair whose incumbent shall first dissect out and hold up to view 
the extent to which our highest courts to-day, in causes presenting 
novel questions and questions involving a conflict of authority, or 
even old questions on a new situation, are deciding against author- 
ity, upon practical grounds, which, on analysis, are found to be 
economic, ethical or sociologic. He should then show to what ex- 
tent the efforts of the ablest counsel are already characterized by 
the ———— and the discussion of such considerations. He 
should then develop the principles which form, guide and limit such 
discussions. In other words, he should open the connection between 
the welfare of the community and the actual judicial usages of to- 
day, which permit a recunsideration of traditional law in view of 
the needs of the present time. I do not propose departures from any 
settled doctrine or application of the law, nor an innovation of new 
doctrines. But I put this proposition: When a question has to be 
decided on which there is no adequate authority, or on which a con- 
flict of authority requires the court to decide which of two rules is 
to be followed, the bar are invited to a discussion of the question in 
view of its public merits. Then is the op Yer Aged men capable 
of handling such open questions in the ght of relative fitness 
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of each rule to the conditions, usages and needs of our communities 
and by the test of intrinsic justice. And the bar, instead of being 
disconcerted or embarrassed by the lack or the uncertainty of au- 
thority, should find in such cases, as many of them already do, a 
Iden opportunity for their most successful work. We have left 
ar behind us the old conception of equity as merely the chancellor’s 
idea of what is fair in the particular case. Our courts are steadily 
at work in a course which is developing the idea that if among con- 
flicting rules urged upon them with sanction from the past they can 
ascertain which is the most useful to the people in the judicial sense 
of utility, that rule should be applied whether precedents exist or 
not, or even though precedents forbid I do not propose that the 
Law Schools should try to accelerate this development, even if the 
had the power. If they are to exert an influence on its progress, 
incline to think it should be a conservative influence. But they 
cannot long ignore it. 


II. HOW FAR OUGHT LAW SCHOOLS 10 TEACH PROCEDURE? 


This question, whether the schools should teach Procedure, sug- 
ests two distinct points. (1.) Is Procedure important as a part of 
fre Science of Law? (2.) Is it practicable to teach it in schools? As 
to its importance: Is it not clear that the great need of the bench 
now is a trained barf? Every judge is painfully familiar with the 
burden imposed on him in the administration of justice by a mass of 
crude and ill-digested allegations and proofs thrust before him by 
attorneys who may have systematic ideas of the general principles 
of the law, but are ill trained in the scientific application of those 
principles. The reports of our courts of last resort teem with the 
wrecks of mispleadings and mistrials. No greater service could be 
rendered to the secular interests of society or to our profession than 
to harmonize and unify our knowledge of procedure, so that wrangles 
upon practice might be reduced to a minimum, and the time of the 
courts and bar more fully given to those noble contests of the forum 
which serve the welfare of the world by quieting controversies, re- 
moving causes of offense, and developing srinelples and rules of jus- 
tice and fair dealing. How quickly the function of the profession 
rises to its true dignity when cases like the Geary law, Chirtiese Re. 
gistration case, the Chicago Sunday opening case, the Borden murder 
cease, in the hands of well-trained practitioners move promptly and 
smoothly on, each side understanding and respecting the rules of 
forensic contest, and devoting their energies to real contention on 
the merits. When trained practitioners deal with a cause in such a 
manner, sarcasm at lawyers ceases, and the country looks on with 
intense interest and undisguised admiration. 


What a boon to our community it would be if the practice of 
the law could be lifted above the entanglements of half-understood 
procedure, and if a bar tramed in the logic of pleading and the 
practice of adducing evidence, and a bench, freed trom the incessant 
duty of correcting errors in practice, could devote themselves fully 
to the free and useful reasoning of the Modern American Law upon 
the usages of busines and the interests of commerce and society. 
But is the school the place to teach procedure? The old theory 
seems to be that the law school is a device to provide such sys- 
tematic learning of substantive law as office training does not afford. 
The student was supposed to learn procedure in an office; and, be- 
cause the office time was engrossed in procedure, and little time left 
for study of principles, the law school was to furnish that part of 
legal education which the office wholly neglected. The law school 
is considered by many as merely supplementary or preliminary to 
education in an office. Of later years I should judge broader views 
have begun to prevail. It is now seen that procedure is not a trade 
to be learned after studying legal principles in a book, any more 
than surgery is a trade to be learned after studying anatomy in a 

Professor Langdell’s courses in Equity Pleading, Professor 
Ames’ History of Assumpsit, Professor Thayer’s Development of the 
Jury, and other recent lines of original instruction, show the ad- 
vance which has been made. It is now seen that Pleading and Evi- 
dence are the procreative parts of law. Procedure is not “adjective 
law.” Itis verb law. If we wish to see living law, law in mo- 
tion, we must see it as procedure develops it. Law is a part of the 
science of life. It is in itself a living science. Its subject is life 
regulated. If we wish to teach law in its true character as a force 
we must show it as it acts. If we wish to teach or to investigate 
any principle accurately, it is indispensable to take notice of how it 
works or is worked in actual application. Modern law subsists in 
its application. Its principles, when treated as abstractions, may 
doubtless be classitied and catalogued, but they cannot be adequately 
appreciated with precision until regarded in their application. 


Against teaching oe roy I have heard it objected that law 
schools are not established to teach a trede. If this means that the 
ractice of law is a trade, we may well challenge the statement. 
ere are already an adequate number of men in the profession who 
desire to be great lawyers while they “hate practice.” They who 
make this the measure of their ambition are about as wise aud suc 
cessful as soldiers who want to be generals and despise tactics, sail- 
ors who want to be admirals and hate navigation. The practice of 
the law is the evidence and measure of its usefulness to the com- 
munity. The ‘‘trade” notion stigmatizes not the practitioner, but 
the sordid mercenary spirit; and, whether it be in the practitioner 
or the juige, the professor or the author, makes no difference, ex- 
cept tat the higher it goes, the worse it is. But how far isit prac- 
ticable to tach procedure in the schools? On this question | must 


I say of procedure let it be understood that I am not speaking ot 
the mechanical parts of the clerical function, but of the rules of reg- 
ularity to be observed in litigation and the principles and reasons 
which underlie them all. My impression is that it will be found 
easier to teach substantive law aud procedure in connection, than 
to teach substantivo law alone. I do not mean easier for the teach- 
er, but easier for the learner. The question connects itself with the 
more specific topic of particular methods. Let me consider them to- 
ether. 

, 1 came to the task of legal instruction with no other prepara- 
tion than having had a long succession of students in my office, and 
having observed their progress and their difficulties. In endeavor- 
ing to assist them, I have feund, of course, that different minds 
learn differently; but if my observation is correct, the great major- 
ity of students learn more intelligently, more rapidly, and more ex- 
actly by de .ling first with the concrete, and rising thence to under- 
stand the abstract, rather than studying first the abstract principle 
and seeking afterward to apply it to concrete cases. To illustrate 
—at the law school I took up the course as I found it, and carried 
the class through the text k on common law pleading. With 
all my efforts at clear explanation I found that at the end of the 
subject a considerable percentage of the class had very inadequate 
conceptions of the count, the verification, the similiter, etc., etc. 
I then printed a poster from an actual case in our courts decided 
just before the abolition of common law forms, and distributed 
copies among the class, as an illustration of all the elements in the 
process they had been studying. It was of great advantage in 
clearing up the misconceptions which the course had left. The 
next year | commenced my course with the same paper; and after a 
brief introductory exposition of the reason why pleadings are used, 
and of the general course of pleading in a common law suit, I dis- 
tributed the poster and required one student after another to rise, 
read aloud each a single sentence, and give in the fewest possible 
words his idea of the fact that sentence brought into the case, or 
the legal function it performed, in that extended dialogue on paper 
which we term pleadings. The students were thus required to han- 
dle the thing itself, not as an illustration of what he had stidied, but 
as a preparation for study. As we went on I printed sixteen declar- 
ations, each appropriate to one of the most important actions in 
American common law practice. 1 found that this method of put- 
ting the thing to be studied into the hands of the students, to be 
studied in advance, awakened interest, induced what I may call viv- 
id thinking, and enabled them to form clear conceptions of the ab- 
stract principles they were endeavoring to apprehend. And this 
addition to the course, instead of lengthening it, actually accelerat- 
ed our progress, shortened the time sestel, and secured a clear- 
headed understanding of the subject in a far larger proportion of 
the class han when | gave the first principles and then the actual 
case as an after illustration. I pursued the same method with 
equity pleading; along bill with answer and replication taken from 
the records of our old court of chancery in its later years, was our 
first introduction to that subject; and the first lesson consisted in 
analyzing the bill in class as a careful solicitor would do, writing in 
the margin opposite each paragraph the key words or gist of that 
portion of the bill as suggested by the class, and corrected, if nec- 
essary, by me. In doing that, the mysteries of the “narrative part,” 
the » charging part,” the “jurisdiction clause,” etc., etc., became 
clear to them all, and the way was prepared for studying intelli- 
gently the principles of * ae in equity. In the same manner I 
have treated code gicaiing, by prefixing to the cases in pleading 
given out to be reaa by the class the very pleading under discussion 
by the court; and in each case where the pleading was held faulty, 
a part of the exercise is to correct it. 


The effect of printing the actual pleading which was drawn in 
question, and the various views of it taken—first by the court of 
tirst instance, and then on the intermediate appeal, and lastly by 
court of last resort, has been to awaken in the class the most lively 
interest in the question. They have been able to handle, so to 
speak, the very weapons of contention, to enter into the professional 
controversy intelligently; they have found out the legal significance 
of the language used, and the value of clear-headed thinking and 
accurate expression. And with the actual pleading before us, the 
mode of varying the legal effect by amendment has shown clearly 
the scope of each cause of action, and the elements involved in it, 
and in kindred or slightly different causes. I have found the same 
principle applicable to other studies. The difficulties of the Statute 
of Frauds are prepared for by putting a copy of the statute into the 
hands of every student in the class-room, and a collection of short 
contracts of each class, some complying with the statute, some ob- 
noxious to it, and some on or near the line. So with deeds or dec- 
larations of trust, with mortgages, with assumption clauses, with 
guaranties, equitable conversion, and the rule that oral evidence is 
not admissible to vary a writing. Hardly auy subject have | touch- 
ed on that I have not found clear thinking and ability to grasp le- 
gal conceptions snd master principles greatly pr moted by dealing 
first with the thing itself as a preparation for the abstract prop- 
ositions of substantive law. This way of requiring students to deal 
with legal instruments of various kinds in connection with their 
study of general principles or of particular cases, affords another 
great advantage, namely, the training it incidentally gives in clear- 
ness and precision in the use of legal lan 





speak with more reserve; I am seeking for light upon it. In what 
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More than one half the litigations of to-day involve controver- 
sies about the use of language. A large part of the unnecessary 
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contests about procedure which afflict our courts result from lack of 
clear expression in the pleadings and proceedings of the attorneys, 
and from that vagueness and inexactness of thought which always 
accompanies the habitual use of obscure and indefinite language. 
And contests on the n-erits which involve no questions of procedure 
very often turn on similar a or ambiguity in the legal 
instruments which attorneys draw. If the student is trained 
in general principles by the aid of actual instruments, he gains in- 
cidentally a sense of the importance of clearness and an ability to 
secure it for himself, which is invaluable to him, and to the court 
whose officer he is. ‘‘The power of clear statement,” said Daniel 
Webster, “‘is the great power at the bar.” It appears to me there- 
fore, that the principles of law and equity can most usefully be 
taught with the aid of actual instances of application, used not so 
much as after-illustrations, but as presenting facts which enable the 
student to form a vivid and actual conception of the problem, and 
to deal with the actualities as the materials for generalization. If 
I am not mistaken, the great source of error in our attempts to state 
substantive law is [too broad generalization. The student should 
be taught not merely generalization, as in text books, nor merely 
the oe and results of reasoning upon it as in case-law studies; 
he should also be provided with the materials for forming a vivid 
conceptin of those things from nn which the principle is 
drawn, and to the regulation of which the principle is to be applied. 
When | first tried this method, the former Dean of our school said 
that “it was like a demonstration in anatomy: we had the cadaver 
upon the table, and there was no misunderstanding the principle 
explained by its dissection.” This gave me encouragement, for it 
suggested that I was only conforming to the general advance made 
in other departments of education, and, on inquiry, 1 found that 
the most characteristic feature of the improved methods of teaching 
other branches of science is the sending of the student, the very first 
thing, into the laboratory. He who is to understand intelligently 
the results of spectrum analysis must, as a part of his preparation, 
handle the spectroscope and scan the spectrum of various substan- 
ces. He who is to grasp adequately the conceptions which the study 
of the principles of astronomy or electricity requires, needs to han- 
dle the instruments of precision as a part uf his introduction. The 
time spent on this handling of things is not time added, but time 
saved to the course, by reason of the better power it gives the 
mind. 
The old method of education is for the teacher to communicate 
the results of his own studies and his scholars learn them as the be- 
ginning of theirs. The modern method is to prepare them for be- 
ginning where he le{t off by leading them through some of the paths 
which & or other investigators pursued to reach that elevatiun. 
The old method is the more natural and easier for the teacher; for 
he who by a lung course of labor has mastered the general princi- 
ples of his science, loohs upon those principles as his attainments, 
and upon the long course of labor as the obstacle, the hindrance 
He values the results only, and in teaching he naturally begins by 
communicating those resuits. But if he is really a master of his 
subject, his mastery is in part due to the labor with actual details 
by which he reached the results. It is now seen, in other sciences 
at least, that to expect his students to begin where he ended, is to 
expect them to acquire his attainments without getting his ability. 
The modern method is to lead the pupil through a specimen path of 
investigation; to give him a well-chosen problem, point him to the 
factors by which to solve it, require him to experience the doubts 
the anticipations, and the final victory of actual investigation; an 
when he has thus learned the path by which all science is pursued 
he is ready to appreciate the significance of the results of other in- 
vestigations which he has no need to pursue. Then, and not till 
then, is he ready to grasp and utilize the wealth of results which 
his teacher has acquired by labor and by inheritance from the labor 
of others. When he himself has labored at something, as other men 
have labored at many things, and by the process has found the 
meaning of the results of his own work, then he has become quailifi- 
ed to apprehend the results of others’ work w.thout repeating their 
processes. 

I believe the law is a true science, and to be scientifically taught. 
To confine teaching to the communication of results is to confine 
most students to memorizing formulas. The student should labor 
himself in order to be able to enter into other men’slabors. Assum- 
ing, then, that some of you, at least, agree with me in the impor- 
tance of what, for the want of a better expression, I may call labor- 
atory work in studying law, I would ask: Should such study of pro- 
cedure as a school affords be postponed till aiter the completion of 
courses in substantive law? Or, should some parts of it, at least, 
precede that, or be concurrent, and if so, what parts? 


Ill. SPECIFIC METHODS OF CLASS WORK. 


In respect to methods of instruction, I assume that the result of 
the contruversy between the advocates of the Dwight method and 
the Case method allows me to say that the opinion now prevalent 
is that there it no best wiy of teaching law, any more than there is 
one best way of trying a case. A case in equity is not to be tried 
like a case atlaw. A negligence case is not to be tried like a seal 
fisheries arbitration case. Rufus Choate is not to try cases like 
Daniel Webster. And so with methous of instruction. I say, there- 
fore, to my colleagues, use yourown judgment. Get what light you 
can from the methods and opinions of others, study the minds of 
your students, consider the nature of your subject, and then use 





your own personality in your own way, with freedom, force and 
vivacity, to secure in the class as much unbroken attention and ag 
much vivid thinking as you can. 

There are some other questions as to method on which I much 
desire to hear opinions from some of those present, and I believe 
most of you share the desire. 

(1.) Where a text book is the basis of instruction, should the 
instructor’s exposition precede or follow the reading ? 

I understand several methods are in use. Some teachers lecture 
on the topic of the lesson first, then the lesson is read out of class, 
and the next day the students are examin: d on the ground covered, 
Ochers require the lesson in the text book to be first read out of 
class, and then the -ame ground is gone over in class with illustra- 
tions, explavations, corrections and enlargements, interspeised with 
questions to the class. In my limited experience I have thus far 
found the best results by first briefly explaining the controversies 
among men which raise the questions treated of in the text, putting 
a few real or supposed cases as »roblems for treatmeut according to 
the principles given in the text bdok, then giving out the text to 
be read out of class, and the next day I supplemeut the text book 
by explanations, bringing it down to date, so to sprak, lastly dic- 
tating a very concise skeleton or aide memoire of those rules on the 
subject which are uppermost in American jur'sprudence to-day, 
with mention of a strong leading case for each rule. This tivishes 
the subject, and is followed in turn by preliminary explanation of 
the kind of controversies to be settled by the rules and principles of 
the next lesson. This method surveys the same ground three times, 
each in a different way. But it takes time; and the dictation 1s 
necessarily slow. Ins me schvols, | understand, the studeuts in- 
stead of taking notes are furnished with type-written notes. | 
think a comparison of views among those here on the relation of 
lecture, text books and note books, and the b.st combination of 
them, would be interesting. It certainly would be instructive and 
helpful to me. 

(2.) Should students be catechised on what they have heard 
and read ? 

it is well understood now in all educational processes that read- 
ing and Hearing is not enough to give students the mastery of a sub- 
ject. The eye is one channel into the mind so to speak; the ear is 
another. But neither ‘‘carries” through the mind. To enlist the 
whole mind an effort at expression is needed. Academic recitations, 
if used at all in a professional school, have their real value in adding 
to the hearing and reading, the effort of the mind to furmulate re- 
sults, to reproduce as its own the knowledge introduced. This com- 
pletes the circuit. But is there no better way? ‘‘The “colloquy,” 
introduced by the Case system, is admirable. One of the ch ef 
values of the Case system appears to me that it puts the students at 
once on professional methods of study, instead of academic. When 
two or three of us lawyers meet in practice, as counsel, to confer on 
the merits of a doubtful action or defense, we get down four er five 
recent or leading cases and examine them together, and a co loquy 
ensues which brings out an analysis of each case, and in that way 
we reach consentaneous views as to what the law is on the point. 
This is substantially the natural course with the Case system. is 
this form of discussion feasible with the text book systemf It appear 
to me that in a professional school we should adopt, as far as practic- 
able, professional methods ot study rather than academic methods. 
But professional methods make a large use of text books. 

(3). Written Exercises. 

Is there not sowe feasible use of writing as an effort at expres- 
sion, short of the ponderous and often pretentious essays and theses 
that are now almost the sole mode of writing proposed to the stud- 
ent? Every lawyer knows the trath of Bacon's apothegm that “read- 
ing makes a fall man, speaking makes a ready man, and writing 
makes an exact man.” Legal training should, of «ll things, include 
exactness. The only advance that | have made in this direction is 
the written quiz. Half sheets of paper are distributed through the 
class, and questions are put calling for concise statements of four or 
five legal principles or rules which have been explained. In fifteen 
minutes two-thirds of the class have handed in their answers. As 
the answers are handed up, I can examine them, and they disclose 
to me the typical misapprehensions and deficiencies whi h my expo- 
sition has left in the minds of the class. An error which occursonly 
in one or two of the papers may, if time is short, be passed over as 
idiosyncritic; but substantially the same error is always found occur- 
ring in various forms in many papers. These errors can be then 
concisely explained, reading one aloud as a basis of comment. 
Blunders remain anonymous, and one correction is a scattering shot 
that hits many birds. Another peculiar value of this exercise is 
that it discloses to me the inadequacy of my previous exposition. 
Where a large number of students of varying degrees of ability fail 
on the same point I cannot attribute it wholly to dullness or inatten- 
tion on their part. Are there not other and, perhaps, better methods 
of requiring students to make some systematic a.d freqaent efforts 
at accurate expression of the results of their studies? 

IV. POST GRADUATE COURSES. 

If the views I have expressed of the new phase of law presented 
by our existing jurisprudence—which requires the courts in case of 
doubt to ask what rule is best suited to our condition—are just, the 
importance and the ultimate necessity ot post-graduate courses of 
the highest grade becomes more clear. In organizing such courses 
we have in part to create the appetite which we aim to supply. In 
passing through the undergraduate studies we should lose no fit 
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opportunity of pointing the students to the connected topics of 
scientific jurisprudence, and their relation to the subject in hand. 
In learning private and technical law they should learn that it is 
incomplete and not workable to the highest advantage without its 
proader relations with universal law. As we lead the class along 
the ordinary galleries of every day law, therefore, we should not 
forget to call their attention to the doors on this hand and that 
which opened into the inner halls ot learning, and, if possible, give 
them a glimpse within each as we pass, that they may be the more 
inclined to run another year and explore the treasures of which they 
have as yet no adequate idea. 


I hive mentioned the principal questions that have presented 
themselves to my mind as I have read and re-read the comprehen- 
sive and admirable report of the committee on legal education and 
reviewed in its light my brief experience of the past two years. I 
for one feel greatly indebted to the committee for the aid their labors 
afford. And I have come with a strong desire to hkar a free inter- 
change of opinions in regard to methods. It is clear that one great 
danger to our beloved country is the lack of respect for law which 
is shown in so many ways, from social laxity and commercial and 
political frauds down to unconcealed anarchy. The safety of our 
future ts bound up with the supremacy of justice as administered by 
a judiciary now for the most part elective. The bench cannot be 
expected to maintain the public respect for law unless aided by a 
trained par, and it is only a trained bar that can supply fit can- 
didates for the bench, the legislature and tbe chief executive and 
administrative offices. Legal education is thus an indispensable 
condition of our natio: al welfare; and none of us can better dis- 
charge the debt which he owes to tle profession than by seconding 
the efforts in which this committee are so ably leading. The ques- 
tions I have been led to ask all point to one underlying question, 
viz: Should not legal education aim at the development of the man 
in the student quite as much as it the communication of rules of 
law? Is it not easier to do both togetier than do one alone? Is there 
any better training for the mind than legal science; and, at the 
rame time, is there any better aid in learning the principles of that 
science than the best development of mental powers f 

What then, are the methods of instruction in law which the 
experience of those here have found most useful in securing on the 
part of the students f 

1. Vivid thinking; 

. Acute analysis ; 

. Close reasoning ; 

. Clear expression ; and 

. An application of law, as being (subject only to statutory 
limitations) the application of a divine ideal of justice to the actual 
affairs of life. 

After some discussion on Mr. Abbott’s paper by the members 
comes the section adjourned, to meet at the same place, on Friday, 

ptember Ist, at 3 o’clock. 

September 1st, 1893. 

The section on Legal Education of the American Bar Association 
met pursuant to adjournment. William G. Hammond, chairman of 
the committee, elected at the last meeting, to prepare by-laws or 
rules for the Section, reported that the committee bad considered 
very carefully the matter of the organization of the Section, and con- 
eluded that the organization should be as simple and elastic as pos- 
sible, and on behalf of the committee offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was adopted: 

‘Resolved, That the chairman and tecretary of the Section of 
Legal Education, and the chairman of the standing committee on 
legal education of the Bar Association, for the time being, shall con- 
stitute a executive committee for the Section with the usual powers 
of such a committee.” 

Emlin McLain, of Iowa, then read the following paper : 


“THE BEST METHOD OF USING CASES IN TEACHING LAW.” 
BY EMLIN MCCLAIN. 


The great interest now being manifested in the methods of teach- 

ing law, may lead us, if we are not on our guard, into mere “theo- 
ies” and ‘‘fads.” This was the result in common school work, of 
increased attention to methods, and for a time, the whole system of 
pedagogy was corrupte! by the indiscriminate use of machine 
methods. Each successful teacher has his own peculiarities grow- 
ing out of his personal relation with his surroundings, and any 
attempt on the one hand to copy the particular method of another, 
or, on the other hand, to put a trade-mark upon peculiar ways of 
teaching, will necessarily proveabortive. Nev. rtheless, each teacher 
may improve his own methods by considering elements of success in 
the work of others, and a discussion here of the varying experiences 
Which teachers have had under uliar circumstances cannot but 
be of advantage. 1t is only in view of the benetit of such a disens- 
sion, apart from the value of any particular suggestion, that I 
Venture to take part in it. 

In considering methods it needs to be borne in mind that two 
quite distinct objects must be kept in view: First, giving the stud- 
ent discipline in legal thinking; and second, giving him knowledge 
of the so-called rules or principles of law. In no other calling, per- 

ps, 18 mere discipline recognized as counting for so much, in com- 
parison with mere knowledge, as in the practice of law. 

Discipline—that is, the learning how to do—being the main 
thing, as in other branches of applied science, the student is to learn 
how to do, by doing, and this is peculiarly true of the law, because 





its greatest difficulties are those arising from the application of 
general principles to particular facts. It is, therefore, a mistake, to 
attempt to make the law easy, by putting it in abstract form. As 
Professor Abbott has already forcibly shown, it will be found in the 
law, as in other sciences, to be easier and more natural 
to work from the concrete to the abstract, than from the abstract, 
to the concrete. Therefore, to take a text book, based on 
the decisions of the courts, and abridge it, or prepare a “‘review” of 
it, and then make a set of questions for quizzing, finally arranging 
the whole matter in some analysis or diagram or table, and first pre- 
sent the subject to the student in these most condensed and abstract 
forms, is entirely wrong. Such a method will facilitate superficial 
knowledge of something available in passing an examination, but 
will not give legal discipline. Such aids as these, may be useful at 
the end of the course of instruction on a subject, for the purpose of 
class fying what has been acquired and assisting in its retention, 
but they furnish a wrong point of view on the first approach. The 
danger in the use of any such aids is, that they make possible a 
superficial knowledge, not accompanied with proper discipline in 
legal thinking. Indeed, this is the danger of any contrivance for 
making the acquisition of the knowledge of law easy. Absurd as it 
may seem to — a student to perform the manual labor of copy- 
ing lectures, or the mental drudgery of wading through a compli- 
cated statement of mere matters of detai: and exception in a law- 
yer’s text book, it is a mistake to abbreviate either of these pro- 
cesses, except as the time saved thereby is fully employed in some 
other and bett+r form of application to legal study. From this 
point of view as to the disciplinary value of constant application 
and attention, it is important that class room work be arranged 
with a view, not of ascertaining whether the student has acquired 
certain knowledge, but of giving him exercise in the proper applica- 
tion of such knowledge. A little skill and care in varying illustra- 
tions from those used in the lecture or text book, will enable the 
teacher in his quizzing to make clear to the student who has not 
already grasped the subject, that which he ought ery Ay have 
learned, and at the - ame time to give to the student who under- 
stood a valuable exercise in the application of his legal knowledge. 
It is by all means important, whatever may be the particular sys- 
tem used, that the interest of all students, whether they are — 
or slow of comprehension, shall be constantly maintained at a high 
pitch. For this reason mere reviews and repetitions, which do not 
ive additional information or new exercise in the application of 
nowledge acquired, are of questionable advantage. The object 
sought, that is, the re-enforcing or recalling what has —T been 
considered, can be attained without the disadvantage of loss of 
interest on the one band, or, on the other, slack attention in 
first instance, with the notion that the subject will be further 
explained at another time. The student should feel that he has but 
one opportanity to gain the particular information offered. 


For the purpose of considering what can best be done with the 
study of cases in giving legal discipline. it may be worth while to 
notice wherein lecture and text book methods are apt to be defective 
in this respect. The lecturer who, having reduced his matter to set 
form, dictates it to the students, who write it as nearly as may be, 
verbatim, and thus are enabled to take away with them an exposi- 
tion of the law on the subject, with citation of cases for subsequent 
investigation, can hardly claim that he gives to the student very 
much exercise in legal thinking. The kuowledge which he imparts 
is of importance, although even in this respect thestudent probabl 
tinds in the course of time that for subsequent use a fuller text boo 
serves a better purpose than his lecture notes, and loses greatly his 
confidence in their value, if he does not, at the same time, lose some- 
thing of the respect he has entertained for the pre-eminent learning 
and ability of his teacher. The lecture system implies acquisition 
of knowledge first, and discipline in applying it afterwards, whieh, 
as has already been snggested, seems not to be the natural, nor most 
effectual order. The use of an ordinary lawyer’s treatise, stating in 
brief form the points decided in a large number of cases, arranged 
according to some more or less satisfactory system, comes nearer to a 
study of law in the concrete, but the fundamental difficulty of such 
a text book is that, on the one hand, it does not and cannot give the 
facts of the case referred to with sufficient fulness to enable the 
mind to grasp and r tain them, and on the other hand, it lacks 
entirely in perspective, so that the minor and insignificant proposi- 
tion, which is a mere deduction, is given as great prominence as one 
which is fundamental. Indeed, as the most important propositions 
are so well settled that they are not often expressed in adjudicated 
cases, they are likely to be lost — of entirely. The use of the 
text book does undoubtedly give legal discipline, but 1t does not 
give exercise of the kind which lawyers and judges consider to be 
of the highest type, for the lawyer or the judge, to a large extent, 
ignores the statements of propositions found in text books as a 
source of information as to the law, and uses them only as a means 
of reaching the cases involving the questions under discussion. To 
obviate these objections to the ordinary text book, special books for 
the student have sometimes been prepared, and more might be done 
in this way to facilitate the acquisition of knowledge of principles. 
But the use of such a book, no matter how excellent it might be, 
would facilitate knowledge, rather than _— discipline, and 
moreover the books of this character which have heretofore been 
prepared have been, in the main, open to the very serious objection 
of stating general and abstract rules, rather than giving to the 
student concrete conceptions. 
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The method of giving instruction in law by the use of cases, to 
the exclusion of text books or formal lectures, need not be specially 
referred to, as a consideration of the merits of that method is . not 
germ ne to the present purpose; but it is believed that by proper 
use of cases in connection with instruction by text book or lecture, 
the adv. ntages of the case system may be realized without forfeit- 
ing those of the other systems. Legal- judgment, in order that it 
may be reliable, involves not only an acquired capacity, but also a 
habit or characteristic of the mind, to be attained only by persist- 
ent exercise under proper direction and guidance in thinking law; 
and my proposition now is, that the best attaina!le exercise in this 
direction is by the study of reported cases, decided in appellate 
courts. I intend by this statement to exclude cases tri-d at nisi 
prius, because, first, they are not available without great expendi- 
ture of time on the part of the student in attending court, but prin- 
cipally because they are complicated, lack unity, and involve the 
consideration of many things not appearing on the face of the pro- 
ceedings. Even if reports of cases tried at nisi prius were generally 
accessible, they would be unsuitable for study for the reasons last 
suggested. 

The most fully perfected and simplified examples of legal think- 
ing are to be found in the opinions of judges in appellate courts, who 
have before them for decision, cases divested, as faras possible, of 
complicated and extraneous circumstances, which they determine by 
the Os emaey of legal reasoning. In the study of such cases it is 
possible to get a definite understanding of the facts to be reasoned 
about, the considerations brought to the mind of the judge in behalf 
of the various positions of the opposing parties, the weight given to 
these different considerations, and the final result reached. The 
mind is thus inducted into the correct conception of the law and the 
correct method of applying it. There is nothing new, however, in 
this view of the advantage of studying adjudicated cases. Teachers, 
by whatever method, constantly refer to such cases and urge the 
student to examine them. It isin the method of using them, and 
in the relative importance to be given to such study, that they 
greatly differ, and my object is not to advocate any particular 
method of teaching law, but rather to urge a more effective and 
satisfactory use of cases, whatever may be the particular plan of in- 
struction. The usual form of citing cases in a lecture or text book 
leads the student to look upon the case merely as a corroboration of 
what the lecturer or writer has already said. In this way the entire 
inductive value of the case, and its disciplinary value as well, is 
lost. The case becomes not a source of information, but a mere il- 
lustration ; for wkat teacher following the so called lecture or text 


book me hod ever calls upon the student for independent knowledge 
acquired from the study of cases cited, and not derivable from the 
lecture or text book itself? There is no greater incentive to the 
acquisition of knowledge than a recognition of the necessity for it. 


Let the student realize his ignorance as to a particular qvestion be- 
fore you attempt to give him a solution of it. Plunge him into the 
midst of a difficulty and then let him help himself out, as a lawyer 
or a judge would, by means of an adjudicated case, and he at once 
recognizes the utility and discipline of case study. But tell him 
what the case decides and describe to him the means of solution be- 
fore the difficulty becomes apparent, and the exercise loses all its 
value. There are, however, very great dangers attending this 
method of study which the teacher can guard against only oy the 
exercise of care and skill. The difficulty raised in the student’s 
mind must be capable of solution, and the correct solution must be 
eventually attained, or he will conceive of the law simply as fur- 
nishing an uncertain and haphazard adjustment of the complications 
growing out of human relations. The fact that there are questions, 
some of them real, many more of them wholly imaginary, which 
cannot be satisfactorily solved by ordinary legal processes, will soon 
enough become apparent. The most important and useful impres- 
sion that the student can get at first is, that these human relations 
fall into well-recognized categories, for each of which there are as- 
certainable rules, and that legal reasoning furnishes a common sense 
and satisfactory solution for most of the questions which puzzle one 
who is not familiar with legal methods. 


The conclusion that would be reached from the suggestions here 
made is, that when resort is had to case study, some general state- 
ment of the question to be considered and the difficulties surround- 
ing it should first be made to the student; that then without any 
statement of the law on the question he should read one or more 
very carefully selected cases, deciding the question in the light of 
legal reasoning, the cases being such as either adjudicate the ques- 
tion directly or furnish a general rule which may be applied to it; 
that he shall then by some sort of colloquy or quiz be compelled to 
generalize and correctly apply the same legal reasoning to other 
similar questions, until he understands its scope and its limitations ; 
and that finally, if practicable, some brief statement of the law be 
— him which may be easily remembered and will assist in recal- 

ing the principle of the cases in its proper connection. Under this 
plan the lecture or text may still play a very important part in the 
process of legal education, but will not be put into a false position 
as the original source of information as to what the law is. 
has already been said in regard to use of cases in imparting legal 
discipline to the mind has also suggested the functions which cases 
can properly play in giving legal knowledge, for it is evidently im- 
practicable, as it would be unwise, to divorce these two objects; 
but in the beginning the disciplinary feature ought to be given con 
trolling importance. When the habit of legal thinking has been 
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formed, legal knowledge may be much more readily acquired ang 
assimilated. It would seem wise, therefore, that at first the sty. 
dent’s attention be directed to the very fundamentals of the lay, 
the elementary principals of torts, contracts, property, pleading, 
evidence, criminal law, and like subjects, and that the knowledge 
of these subjects be acquired largely by the study of actual cases 
under the constant and skillful prs Med of an experienced teacher, 
Afterwards those branches of the law which are merely applications 
of these elementary doctrines may be taught by lecture or text book, 
without so much pains being taken to present special cases leadin 
to each proposition, for it will be evident to any one who has tried 
it, that the study of cases is a slow and laborious, though a thorough 
and, in the end, satisfactory means of —— legal knowledge, 
To cover each subject of the law in this way will not be practicable 
within te ordinary limits of a law course. Rather than to omit, on 
the one hand, the discipli e involved in the use of cases, or, on the 
other hand, to turn ont students lacking any definite information as 
to considerable branches of the Jaw as practically — it would 
seem better to adopt a compromise course, which, while preserving 
the stuay of cases for its disciplinary value, recognizes other means 
of imparting information for the sake of giving a more extended 
knowledge The student who has, by actual experience, learned 
how general propositions are derived from particular cases, may be 
safely given general propositions in the firet instance on secondary 
branches of the law. 


The serious difficulty in the use of cases in connection with lec. 
ture or text book instruction has been that, even where the students 
have had access to good Jaw libraries, they have not all been able 
to read the same cases, and class exercises could not be based on the 
assumption that they were all familiar with the cases cited. There 
seems to be no solution for this difficulty except to reprint sel+ctions 
of cases on particular branches of the law, which may thus be in 
the bands of each student. In thus reprinting cases some have 
thought it desirable that all the head notes and other aids for ascer- 
taining the point decided without actually reading the case and fol- 
lowing the line of reasoning pursued in the opinion should be omit- 
ted. Others prefer to keep in view the important object of familiar- 
izing the student with cases as he will find them in the reports, and 
wish to have the head notes retained. The important matter in this 
respect seems to be that the teacher should make it impossible for 
the student to participate satisfactorily in the class exercises unless 
he has actually mastered the whole case. In order that a collection 
of cases shall givé, at the same time, discipline and knowledge, it 
should be large enough to cover by actual examples not merely the 
general propositions, but the principal applications of those propo- 
sitions relating to the particular subject under consideration, and in 
order that the student shall constantly realize that every doctrine is 
the result of a process of development, the cases on any particular 
topic should be read in such order as that the law of development 
shall be apparent. Moreover, the cases selected should not be text 
book cases in which the judge attempts to announce the whole law 
on a subject, whether applicable to the question involved or not, 
but rather those in which a particular point definitely arises and is 
ruled upon. But it will be proper and often desirable, to present 
cases which are apparently in conflict, in order that in reconcilin 
them or discovering the real point of difference the student shal 
have exercise in case criticism. 


William G. Hammond then read a paper prepared by Samuel 
Williston, of Massachusetts, as follows: 


LEGAL EDUCATION. 
BY SAMUEL WILLISTON. 


I beg to make the following brief report of what I have done 
with a view to making recommendations in regard to the study of 
law in colleges as di-tinguished from law schools,—what might be 
called non professional legal study. At the outset I should say that 
I have relied on the reports of the Bureau of Education for informa- 
tion as to what legal studies are now pursued in the various col- 
leges. The advanced sheets from the report for 1890-1891, which 
were issued at the aang of the present year _——— form, 
may certainly be relied upon as giving a very complete s : 
pages 63-68) of the iusieootion in law given in colleges. T 
pamphlet was not issued at the time I began my work, and I relied 
on an earlier and less complete report in order to ascertain the char- 
acter and extent of instruction given in the colleges which are cred- 
ited by the report of the Bureau of Education with offering a course 
inlaw. [ addressed the following letter to the instructor in law in 
ee nen where one or more branches of law appeared to be 
taught. 

. CAMBRIDGE, Mass., Dec. 7th, 1892. 
Dear Sir :—The American Bar Association, by a Committee, is endeavoring to 
make a thorough study of legal education in this country, and, as a member of this 


Committee, | have been asked to report on the teaching of law in schools and col- 
leges aside from regular law school instruction. 


In the report of the Bureau of Education I find that your University is reported 
as giving instruction in (International) Law. 


It would very greatly oblige me if you would let me know how much timeis de- 
vo'ed to this what method of instru is used, whether lectures or recitations 
from text book, whether the subject is elective or required, what classes take it, 
what you think of its value educationally and as ration for future study of the 
law, whether the instruction is given by a practising lawyer, and any other of 
interest relating to the study of any branches of law in your University. 


Hoping that you may be able to give me this information without too much 
trouble, I am, Yours respectfully, 
SAMUEL WILLISTON. 
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I received a large number of replies, many of them evincing con- 
siderable interest in my inquiries. From the information thus ob- 
tained certain generalizations are possible. 

First.—The — taught are almost exclusively International 
Law, Constitutional Law, Roman Law and Commercial Law, and 

rhaps the order in which I have mentioned these subjects fa rly 
represents the frequency of each. 

Second —The subjects are made rather subordinate to the more 
ordinary studies required fur the Bachelor’s Degree. Many of my 
correspondents express regret at this. 

Third.—The apparent object of the instruction in Constitutional 
Law, International Law and Roman Law is quite different from the 
object of the instruction in Commercial Law. The object of the 
former studies is general cultivation. They are treated from an his- 
torical point of view. The instravtors are frequently not lawyers. 
The object of the study of Commercial Law, on the other hand, is 
entirely practical, to fit students to deal ao with matters 
of business law. The instruction in this branch is usually given by 
lawyers. It is more commonly taught in the smaller por A than 
in the larger ones and more commonly in the southern and western 
colleges than in the eastern. 

In giving an opinion of the value of these subjects in a college 
course, the question chiefly to be considered is not the value of the 
studies as a preparation for future study of the law in a law school, 
but the value to a layman of liberal education. The place for studivs 
exclusively designed for those in'ending to be lawyers is, of course, 
alaw school. Nevertheless, there are subjects which, though form- 
ing part of a liberal education and not necessarily belonging to any 
profession exclu«ively, are particularly important to a particular 
profession. 1 believe this to be the case with such studies as Inter- 
national Law, Constitutional Law and Roman Law, with the quali- 
fications as to the Jatter study which I shall hereafter make. The 
two former studies give the most valuable iusight into history and 

litics, and thereby are entitled to the consideration of every intel- 
Figent man; and the nature of our gover. ment renders it especially 
important that a knowledge of the elementary principles of Consti- 
tutional Law at least should be understood by all. These consider- 
ations make it peculiarly important for the lawyer to have studied 
these topics. The study of Constitutional Law from what may be 
called the historical point of view should naturally precede and far- 
nish the foundation for the study of Constitutional Law from a more 
strictly legal point of view in the law school. The right side on 
which to approach the study of the law is the historical side; it is 
the safest setting which can be given to technical knowledge. The 
importance of these subjects is at least fairly well recognized. The 
only recomm ndation that can be made in regard to them is that 
congue should not allow them to be crowded out nor belittled by 
other studies of the curriculum. 

The subject of Roman Law as usually carried on is probably less 
valuable. The course generally given seeks to —— the student 
with the technical principles of another system of law than ours, at 
aremote period. ‘This in itself is purely technical information, and 
the student being generally ignorant of the principles of English 
Law can hardly connect the information be acquires with his other 
knowledge in such a way as to make it valuable. Further, there 
are difficulties in the way of terminology and in the fact that the 
sources of the law are in a dead language which make it hard to ac- 
complish much in the time which is possible to devote to the study. 
The interesting letter of Prof. Collin, of Cornell University, which 
Lappend, indicates what I believe to be an advantageous change in 
the method of conducting a course on this subject. Such a course 
as that indicated by Prof. Collin should, like the study of Constita- 
tional Law and International Law, be part of a liberal education 
and is also the best preparation for a future study of the law as it 
exists to-day. 

The subject of Commercial law or business law as it is ordinar- 
ily taught I canuot thiuk has any place im a college course. It is 
neither a liberal study nor does it assist in the future study of the 
law. The object of such a course is generally wholly practical, not 
to train and enlarge the mind, but to give a certain amount of tech- 
nical knowledge. One of my correspondents, while speaking favor- 
ably of such a course, somewhat naively says: ‘It is most frequent- 
ly, though not always, elected by those students who do not con- 
template taking the regular course.” To one who has had much to 
do with the special student this needs no commentary. hat a lit- 
tle knowledge is a dangerous thing is not always true, but it is tru, 
of the law as a practical science. It is, perbaps, goi g too far to 
say that no man is competent to form an opinion on legal rights in 
any case without some knowledge of the whole law; yet so many 
and various legal principles may arise in an apparently simple case 
that it is certainly true that such a smattering of ousi: ess law as 
may be learned in a course of a few weeks or a few months will be 
the most unsafe guide The law as it is to-day should be studied in 
college in a manner similar to that suggested with regard to the 
law of the past. That is, its developmeut historically should be 
studied, ani the most fundamental and elementary principles at the 
basis of law should be studied. ‘Ihe whole — being not to 
make the student a lawyer or competent to deal with any class of 
legal questions, but rather to give him such a general knowledge of 
the laws by which he is governed as an intelligent citizen should 


88. 
Rather than elaborate more fully, I append such letters and 





DARTMOUTH COLLEGE, 


Hanover, N. H., Jan. 23, 1893. 
SAMUEL WILLIsTON, Esq. 


Dear Sir:—Collegiate inst: ucti n in elementary, constitutional, and imternat- 
ional law, if it is wisely planned. will not trespass upon the provinces of the law 
school, but will suffice to yield to collegiate students knowledge of the essential 
facts and fundamental rinciples of the civic policy of the American Common- 
wealth, and of ite relations to the Nation and of those of the Nation to the Family 
of Nations. Such elementary knowledge of law as this, must be deemed a part of a 
liberal education of all citizens of a represe: tative republic. In particular, such a 
course as 1) Constitutional Law, if conducted by a well trained, experienced and 
wis: teacher, who i+ familiar with the history of institutions, political th-ories and 
compa’ative Constitutional Law, seems to me well adapted to serve collegians as 
a disciplinary exercise. Specificially, it tends to develop the power of reasoning 
by its constant requirement of patient analysis of opp ig arg ts and vigilant 
search for fallacies. it also by discovery of the results of the application of prin- 
ciples or interpretation of principles one disputed, furnishes means of testing the 

remises ‘and logical method of the parties to great political controversies. In ad- 
dition, such a course in Constitutional Law has a value as an informing study. 
The increasing —_ exity of our social structure. the interdependenee of economic, 
— and legal phenomena, and the irreparable injury that may be wrought in a 
emocratically organized state, not only by ignorant electors, but by half educated 
leaders, make it, in my opinion, the duty of the American college to prescribe for all 
ite graduates, as a minimum requirement for good citizenship, thorough acqnain- 
tance with our organic public aw. Asa preparation for the fature study of law, 
such cllegiate courses, in my opinion. may also have large though differing vaiue. 
In particular, course (2) Elements of Lav in Relat.on to Jurisprudence with a 
sketch of he Roman Law, seews to me to be fitted to aid all collegians who after- 
wards study law, both those who pursue that study by themselves or in law offices, 
and those who pursue it in law schoo's. The first class may be greatly aided by 
such a course because it sometimes proves to be the only available opportunity its 
members have, before admission to the bar, for obtaining any thorough and sys- 
tematic instruction in the terminol and fundamental concepts of the law and 
for securing even a bird's-eye view of the whole Jegal domain and the relation of 
its different departments. ‘The second class by » largely profited by sucha 
course, because (a) it tends through the know] dge which its memb rs thus acquire 
of the terminology and fundamental concepts of law, and the bird’s eye view. at 
least, which they so obtain of the whole legal domain and its different departments, 
to facilitate their immediate understanding of law school lectures, and to promote 
their rapid progress in the — topics in the law school courses; and because (b) 
it tends to beget in them, before the law school is entered, the invaluable habit of 
searching for le al principles, and because (c) it tends to familiarize them with the 
outlines of, at least, one other system of law besides their own—the Roman Law, 
and so, by furnishing materials for comparison, to enlarge their comprehension of 
English Law, with ail the resulting advantages which are described wy Sir Henry 
Maine, in his essay on “The Roman Law and Legal Education” (** Com- 
munities,” page 340), and by Professor James Bryce, and by Sir Frederick Pollock, 
in their respective inaugural lectures, at Oxford. 
Yours respectfally, 
JaM-S FAIRBANKS COLBY. 





Jouns Hopkins UNIVERSITY, 
BALTmore, Md., Dec. 13, 1892. 


SAMUEL WILLISTON, Esq. 

Dear Sir: — * 7 . ” * - . 

* ° It always seemed to me in Heidelberg that I was lea more 

history through the medium of International Law and politics than in any other 

way. I have always valued this course of study as a practical means of teaching 

undergraduate students the most important facts in the line of the world’s :nterna- 

tional, political and economic development. Asa branch of undergraduate work 

in our college course International Law, historically considered, is regarded merely 
as a means of liberal training. 

Yoars very truly, 
H. B. ADAMS, 
Prof. History. 


State UMIVERSITY oF Iow4, . 
Iowa City, Dec. 13th, 1892. 
SAMUEL WILLISTON, Esq., 


Dear Sir:— be va ‘i es 5 . i 
It is plain to me that Constitutional Law in the general .sense in 
which it should be taught in the college, and Constitutional Law as forming a 

of a law course, cannot be taught in the same class, the first being properly prelim- 
inary to the second. 


* * 


Yours very truly, 
Emu McCLarn, 


CORNELL UNIVERSITY, 
Irnica, N. Y., Dec. 15, 1892. 
SAMUEL WILLISTON, = 
Jear Sir:—Uantil last year Prof. F. M. Burdick gave a regular course one hour 
a week during the senior year in Roman Law by lecturesand recitations. He kept 
his course quite close to Roman Law proper. ‘The learning of so many technical 
terms, especially by ro many men whv had never studied Latin, was a severe strain 
on the men, and, as we finally concluded, required an expenditure of time and 
mental energy out of proportion to its importance as compared with other topics. 
We — that it was desirable fur our purposes to give a more general view of 
the subject with less insistence upon the details, and Prof. Burdick intended to 
change the nature of the course in that respect had he stayed here. But he was 
called to Columbia Law School in the summer of 1891, and we chan the name of 
the course to ‘Roman Law and Comparative Jurisprudence” as it now stands in 
our announcement, and | was assigned to the topic. I nave much farther in 
generalizing the course than Prof Berdick had intended to do, using Roman Law 
rather for illustration than for special study. My chief object is to bring out th e 
common features of societies in ding stages of civilization and of the laws 
they adopt. For instance, I take the topic of the Law of Real Property in primi- 
tive society, in the secondary stage of t ansition from communal to individual land- 
holding; so also of the domestic relations. Iu this way, while Roman Law is al- 
wrys a central topic, I give illustrations from Anglo Saxon and early English, from 
the Hebrews. India, Continental Europe. I give copious references to leavin 
works, especially to Maine’s works. and expect my class in a spontaneous an 
somewhat, as entertainment and literary intellectual diversion from the study 
of law proper, to get acquaintance with the best literature in the field of history 
and philosophy of law. My course is given to the seniors and will take from 
twelve to fifteen hours of caeseem work. 
Very respectfully yours, 
C. A. COoLLtn. 


Yate University, LAw DEPARTMENT, 
New Haven, Conn., Dec. 26th, 182. 
SAMUEL WILLISTON, 


Esq., 
Dear Sir:—Instruction in Law is given in the Academical Department of Yale 
University as an elective study in the senior . Two hours per week are given 





portions of letters received from corres ents as seem most sug- 
ve. 


to the subject during the entre college . 7 The class }in law usuaily numbers 
from 120jtojl50,,it beingone of the popular electives offered. Of these about 
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Four Important 
Jones on Chattel Mortgages. 


A Treat'se on the Law of Mortgages of Personal Property. 
By Leonarp A. Jones. Fotrth Edition, 1894, enlarged 
by 66 pages and 800 cases; containing 200 pages and 2000 


cases more than the first edition. 8vo, law sheep, $6.00, met. 
This standard work bas been revised by incorporating into the text and notes the 
new decisions published since the third edition was prepared 


Jones's Forms in Conveyancing, 


And General Legal Forms, comprising Precedents for Ordin- 
ary Use and Clauses adapted to Special and Unusual 
Cases. With Practical Notes. By Leonarp A. JONEs. 
Fourth Revised Edition. With an appendix containing 
recent Statutory Changes. 8vo, law sheep, $6.00, wet. 





Sold by Law Booksellers, Sent, Postpaid by 


New Law Books. | 


Jones on ‘Liens. 


A Treatise on the Law of Liens—Common Law, Statutory, 
Equitable and Maritime. By Leonarp A_ Jones. 
Second Edition, 1894, thoroughly revised and enlarged— 
1200 more cases being added to the part relating to 
Mechanics’ Liens alone. 2 vols. 8vo, law sheep, $12.00, 
net. 


Mr. Jones has carefully revised his authoritative work on Liens by incorporating iy 
this new edition the decisions published since his work was originaliy prepared, 


Lloyd on Buzlding. 


Building and Buildings, Building Contracts, Leases, Ease 
ments, and Liens. By A. Parietr LLoyp, Esq., of the 
Baltimore Bar, author of “‘ The Law of Divorce.” Second 
Edition, revised to date. 1 vol. 8vo, sheep, $5.00, net ; 
cloth, $4.50, met. 





HOUCHTON, MIFFLIN & CO., Boston; i! East (7th Street, New York. 








three fifths expect to become lawyers; two-fifths look toward journalism or other 
professional or mercantile life. In the fall term the classes ure in my charge; in 
the winter and spring terms they are taught by Prof. E J. Phelps, late Miuister 
to England, both practicing lawyers. The curriculum is as f. Rowe: History of 
Law, Forms of Law, Legal Literature, Practice of Law, General Juriaprudence 
(all these by lectures); Elementary Law, Constitutional Law, International Law; 
these by text book and recitations. In addition, all law students (in future) are re 
quired to read Biackstone’s ‘‘Commentaries,” the works of Sir Henry Mame avd 
either Markby's ‘‘Elemeuts of Law” or Holland's ‘Jurisprudence’ or Lorimer's 
*‘Ivstitutes.” All otter members of the class are required to read the same, Black- 
stone excepted. To law students who do the required reading and pass satisfactory 
examinativns a certificate to that «ffect is given which has been received by some 
courts as a lawyer's certificate of one year’s office study. 

I regard this worg as very important educationally, and during the few years 
it has been carried on here it has won high favor from students and officers in the 
University. Asa preparation for subsequent legal study its effects are manifest 
in the men who came out of this course into our own law school. Their compre- 
hensions of the subjects there studied and the rapid progress mae in «ll special 
departments of the law justifies the opinion that the elective of the Academical De- 
partmet has been to them invaluable. 

Truly yours, 
WILLIAM C. ROBINSON. 


WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY, 
. St. Louis, Mo., Dec. 24, 1-92. 
SAMUEL WILLISTON, Esq., 
Dear Sir:— = - ° e e ° 
1 I venture to go beyond your questions and suggest to you the 
t desirability of instruct:on to all students, or at least to such as may elect it, 
in the general principles of law—such instruction as Blackst« ne tried to give the 
geutlemen of England It has long been my desire to establish such a course, say 
of three hours per week fur a whels year, which should be open to the older stu- 
dents, in the University; but I have found an almost immovable opposition to this 
= on the part of members of the legal profession. When I was m Harvard I 
rought this matter up repeatedly.* I will not burden you now with the argu- 
ments in favor of such a plan, but if the matter is to be debated I shvuld be very 
glad to lay my views before any authority who would consider them. I should 
think that the American Bar Association would be the proper body to discuss such 
a plan as I suggest, and if they approve of it to br.ng it before the leaders in edu- 
cation. 
Very truly, 
W. S. Cues, 


hancellor. 
“Such a course has now been established in Harvard “ollege. 


The Section then adjourned t> meet in August, 1894, during the 
session of the American Par Association; the time to be fixed by the 
Executive Committee. 

GEORGE M. SHARP, 
Secretary. 








AN interesting case has been decided by the Indiana appellate 
court. The case was that of the Chicago & Erie railroad company, 
against A. Newton Field, which came up from the Lake circuit 
court. On‘Sept. 13, 1891, Field boarded a train of appellant’s at 
Auburn Park, Ill., to go to Hammond, Ind. He got upon the plat- 
form of the express car and paid fifty cents fare to the brakeman, 
supposing, as he claimed, that he was paying the conductor. At 
State Line the conductor put him off the train, and in so doing used 
violence. Field brought suit and recovered damages from appellant 
for failure to carry him as a passenger, he having paid hs fare. 
Judge Reinhard decided that he was not a passsenger because he had 
not placed hi» self under the protection of the railway company by 
entering the coaches prepared for reception of passengers. The 
— of the amount of his fare to the brakeman did not make 

im a passenger. because he (Field) ought to have known by the 
exercise of common diligence that he was not the conductor, because 
the word “ trainman” was written upon his cap in plain sight; but 
ifthe brakeman had a right to collect tares,he had no right to waive 
the established rules and regulations for the running of trains, and 
the appellee had no right to suppose that such employe could bind 
the company by such an arrangement. Appellee, therefore, acquired 
no rights as a passenger by paying fare to a brakeman, and he was 
a trespasser, and as such the conductor had aright to eject him. 
The claim that unnecessary violence was used cannot hold because 


he complaint is drafted on the violation of the contract to carry, 

nd the averment of unnecessary violence is simply an incident to 
he failure to carry. If the principal fact was established, the jury 
might consider the incidents in measuring the damages. It is one 
thing, however, for the company to fail in the performance of its 
obligations to carry, and quite another for a servant of the company 
to eject a trespasser with unnecessary force and violence. In this 
ease there might be a right of action against the company, but the 
injured party cannot count upon one and recover upon the other. 
Judgment reversed. 





THE supreme court, general term, sitting in and for New York, 
has affirmed on appeal an order of Surrogate Ransom denying the 
application of two sureties on a guardian's bond, sued thereon in 
the supreme court, to open the decree settling the guardian’s ac- 
count for the purpose of showing that the guardian owed nothing 
to his ward. 

The guardian, one Brown, was —— in 1880, and six 
months later was appointed executor under a will in which the in- 
fant was named as residuary legatee. 


Being compelled ten years later to file his accounts as executor" 
he credited himself as executor with having paid himself as guar- 
dian $3,900, and filed receipts charging himself as guardian. ing 
removed as guardian a year and a ha f later, he filed an account as 
guardian charging himself with the account mentioned and was 
directed to pay a balance of $25,000 to his successor. 


Having failed to do so, suit was brought against the sureties on 
the guardians’ bond, and a made application to the surrogate in 
order that they might shift the burden from their shoulders to those 
of Brown, who is insolvent, and who had no sureties as executor. 
Surrogate Ransom’s denial of the application was based on a deci- 
sion by Alton B. Parker,Surrogate of Ulster county. ( ounsel for the 
appellant, in arguing at general term called this case an absurd con- 
clusion based upon misconceptions of law and fact, being ignorant 
seemingly of the fact that Judge Parker was now sitting on the 
bench before them, listening to their comments upon his old decision. 

Judge Parker writes the opinion of the general term, concurred 
in by Judges O’Brien and Follett. He holds that in spite of the 
fact that the statutory requirement that a new bond must be filed 
before a guardian can get control of an addition to his ward’s es- 
tate, had not been complied with, the guardian cannot in an ac- 
counting avail himself of an omission to do this when he has receiv- 
ed the money, and that the sureties are in no better position than 
their principal. The Joss through the guardian’s default must there- 
fore fall on his sureties rather than the ward, an exception to the 
rule being presented where the guardian and ward conspire to cre- 
ate a situation where the guardian would be relieved at the expense 
of his sureties. 





THE Interstate Commerce Commission, in an opinion by Com- 
missioner McDiil, recently announced its decision of the case of the 
F. Schumacher Milling Company, and its successor, the American 
Cereal Company, against the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail- 
way Company, and several intervening carriers, in favor of the de- 
fendants. Tue case involves classification of cereal products and 
flour and the allowance of a mixed carload rate for those commodi- 
ties. The Commission says that there must be caged of unlawful 
discrimination, or disadvantage, or of unreasonably high rates, to 
precure an order directing changes in classificaticn, and adds that 
the complaining company has shown no reason why roads using the 
Western classification should adopt the official classification as to 
cereal products. Neither is there sufficient evidence in this case to 
justify an order directing ‘he defendants to establish the mixed car- 
load rate prayed for in the complaint, but this will not preclude the 
filing of another complaint based on other grounds and raising the 
= of unreasonable or relatively unreasonable rates on cereal 
products. ; 
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MASSACH USETTS. 


NEW JERSEY. 





ORNEYS, 


Sa ae 


AT 


~—oOonen 
~~ 


ALABAMA, 


T. Bo. P. WETMORE, 


Attorneys at Law 


a 





AnD SOLICITORS IN CHANCERY. 


Commercial, Corporation and Real Estate Law. 
Practice in all courts in the State. 


BIRMINGHAM, - - ALABAMA. 





BUSH & BROWN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
Reoms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


Special attention to Commercial, Corporation and 
Insurance Law. 
Practice in all the Courts of Birmingham, Ala. and the 
Supreme Court of the State. 
Unsurpassed facilities form kivg Collections through 
out the State 


DELAWARE, 





Aeowin R. COCHRANE, Jr. 


Counselor at Law, 
. Wilmington and Middletown, 
DELAWARE, 
Office, 907 Market Street, Wilmington. 
Special attention to commercial claims. 


Refers to People’s National Rank, Middletown. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


JOHN A. BARTHEL, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 





221 Feour-and-a-half Street, N.W. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Special attention given to Mercantile Collections. 


‘a ILLINOIS. _ ' 
VARNUM & ANDERSON, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Suite 1217, Chamber of Commerce Building, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Twenty years’ active practice in all Courts 
State and Federal. 


Attorney at Law, 
DES MOINES, IOWA. 


References by permission : 
Des Moines National Bank $ 
Hon. F. T. Campbell, ex-Railroad Commissioner. Des 
Moines. 
First National Bank, Newton, lowa. 


KANSAS, 


ROHRBAUGH & RAUCH, 


Attorneys at Laa, 
WICHITA, KANSAS. 


Var Specialties are Mercantile aud Corporation Law. 


JOAN HASKELL BUTLER, 


Glebe Building. 


THE MERCANTILE 
Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS, 
COMMERCIAL LAW an Notary Public and Supreme Court Commissioner. 


W. F. & W. S. SLOCUM, 


CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 


GPRA GUE & WASHBURN, 








Counselor at Law, 


244 Washington Street, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


LAW COMPANY, 


*Ghiancery 


AUGUSTUS W. CUTLER, 


Counselor at Law, 


24 Washington St., Cutler Bleck, 
MORRISTOWN, N. J. 


Court Commissioner and Special Master in 
. Special attention given to examination of 

titles to real estate. Practicee in all U. 8. Courts 

and in all the Courts of New Jersey. 





56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


INSOLVENCY CASES 
A SPECIALTY: 
BEVERLY K. MOORE, President. 











JOHN WHITEHEAD, 


Counselor at Law. 


U. S. Commissioner, Special Master in Chancery, 


Rooms 62:2-623 Prudentiai Building, 
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY. 





Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
257 Washington St., Herald Building, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


WiLiiaM F. SLocUM. WINFIELD 8. SLocum 
Notary Public. 









[. S. ATKINSON, 


Attorney at Law, 
2&9 Main Street, Orange, N. J. 


Special attention given to Mercantile Collections. 





COLLECTIONS AND DEPOSITIONS, 


Refer to Hide & Leather National Bank. 


Attorneys at Law, 


(Rooms 13, 14 and 15.) 


RAHWAY, 













WVILLIAM D, SCISCO, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


SOLICITUR IN CHANCERY. 


NEW JERSEY. 








51 Sumner St., BOSTON, MASS. 


Counsel of the 






NEW YORK. 
onat 





MERCANTILE LAW CO., 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 


Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal ourts. 


MINNESOTA. 


FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
LAWYERS, 
Rooms 434 to 437, Bank of Minneapolis Building, 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
Walter V. Fifield; J.C. Fifield, Notary Public; G. W. Fifield; 
C. D. Grasett, Notary Public; S. A. Breding. 

Mercantile Law and Collections a yo Depositions 

taken accurately with dispatch. 

When requested by letter or wire, will go to any point to 
coliect, adjust, or secure claims. 

Refer to Bank of Minneapolis, Citizens’ Bans and the 

leading Jobbing Houses of Minneapolis. 





MISSOURI, 


CHA S. F. MUSSE Y, 
Lawyer, 
COMMERCIAL AND CORPORATION LAW. 
Practices in State and Federal Courts. 
302 and 303 515 Main Street, 
Long Bros.’ Building, KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Telephone 215, 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 
St. Louis References (unsolicited and without permission) 
State Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woudenware Co. 


New York References :—Collins. Downing & Co.; Free 
man & Green. 

304 North Sth Street, 

(Turner Bullding.) Roome 61, 62, 63, 64, 67. 

sT. LOUIS, MO. 











NEW JERSEY. 


PROPERICK B. SEYMOUR, 


Counselor at Law, 
SOLICITOR AND EXAMINER IN CHANCERY. 
Jersey City, New Jersey. 
Special attention to organizing Corporations under New 
Jersey Laws. REAL ASTATE AND PROBATE Law 
Practice in all State and Federal Courts. 



























































JOSEPH A. HANIPHY, | 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(PENEDICT BUILDING.) 

169-171 Broadway, New York City. 

ComMMERCIAL Law, Rea Estate AND COLLECTIONS. 


Pr ctices in all Courts of the State. 
Special attention given to the examination of Titles to 
Real Estate. 


JAMES J. THORNLEY, 
Attorney & Notary, 


New York City. 





239 Park Rew, 


In practice 41 years. 
Collections in the States, Canada and Europe. 


Isaac M. Aron, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1515 First Avenue, 
Between 79b and s0th Sts., NEW YORK. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. Special attention 
given to Collections, Real Estate and Commercial Law. 


References :—Clark, Bennett & Co., London, England 
and Rew York; Levi Blumenstiel & Co., Importers N.Y. 


CHARLES F. IR WIN, 
Attorney at Law, 


Mount Vernon and New Rochelle, 
NEW YORK. 








Westchester County Real Estate and Litigation 
a speciaity. 


WILSON & WELLS, 
Attorneys at Law, 


S Larned Building Syracuse, N. Y. 





Refer to Bank of Syracuse, Third National Bank, 





Reference: Bank of Jersey City, 





Write us for reference. 





Commercial Bank, all of Syracuse, N. Y. 





COLLECTIONS MADE ANYWHERE. 
CORRESPONDENTS EVERYWHERE. 
NO COLLECTION NO CHARGE, 


R A. LEARNED, 


CREDITS AND COLLECTIONS. 





61-65 PARK ROW 
NEW YORK. — 
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NEW YORK. 


OHIO. 





CARTER, HUGHES & KELLOGG. 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Watters S. CaRTER. 
CHA 


FrEpERIC R. KELLOGG. 
Epwarp F. Dwiear. 
ARTHUR C. RounpDs. 


96 Breadway 
and 
6 Wall Street, 
NEW YORK CITY. 


Refer to Chemica] and Western National Banks. 
HASTINGS & GLEASON 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
Neo. 265 Broadway, 





NEW YORA. 
Counsel and Notaries for National Bank of the 
Republic, New York. 


Gro. 8S. Hastines ALBERT H. GLEason. 





D. B. SHaw. H. C. Rover, Jr. 
SHAW & ROVER, 


Lawyers, 
1285 Broadway, (Room 1-19.) 


NEW YORK. 


All cases, Civil and Criminal, investigated and prosecuted: 
Practice in all Courts Collections mace every- 
where. Secret Service Staff. 


(@" Particular attention given to Lawyers werk. 
Correspondence solicited. 





Witmor L. MorrnovseE. LAWBENCE C. FIsz. 


MOREHOUSE & FISH, 


Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


206 Broadway, 
New Yerk City. 


16 Court Street, 
Brooklyn. 


Practice in all Courts. 


BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
2174 Third Avenue, New York City 


Notaries Public. 








Counsel for the Inter Scate Law Collection Agency. 
Refers to Richard Webber Harlem Packing House and 
12th Ward Bank. 


Practices in State and Federal Courts. 








To Restore the Failing Powers of the 
Brain and Nervous System and Pre 
vent Prostrating Debility there 
is no Remedy equal to 


CROSBY’S 


Yitalized Phosphites 


which for more than thirty years 
has been extracted from the ox 
brain and wheat germ. 

By its use thousands ot active bus) 
ness men and women are enabled to per 
form their tasks without exhaustion. 

This vital nutrient Food contains » 
the highest degree the power of sustau 
ing life and energy 


Formula on each Label. 
Endorsed by Leading Physicians. 
Descriptive pamphlet tree. 
Prepared by the F. CROSBY CO. onl) 
56 West 25th St., New York. 


Be sure she label hae this 





Druggists, or by mail ($1) ie f 6. 


GEO. H. BURROWS, 


Commercial Law and Collections, 
Rooms 15, 17 and 26 Atwater Block, Cleveland, Ohie. 
Commercial Law. De tions taken. 
Corporation Law. hree Notaries in Office. 
Real Estate Law. Mercantile Reports 
Prompt personal attention given all matters. 


References, u permiesion : — A..J. Wenhanis Sons, Gere 
land, Uhio; Wm. Edwards & Co., Cleveland, Ohio ; Ww 
poe Sa & Sons, Cleveland, Uh.o; Ross we Weir 
& Co., New York 


“PRN SSYLVANIA. 


JAMES C. SELLERS, 
Attorney at Law, 


Philadelphia, Pa., and West Chester, Pa. 
OFFICE, DREXEL BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 





Corporation, Commercial, Insurance and Probate Law. 


Practices in all United States, Philadelphia and Chester 
County Courts. 


Collections promptly made in either County. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Charleston, 8. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 
Special Peel ven ¥ collections, Real Estate, Cor- 
ration, Comm and Insurance Law. Counsel State 
Be Bank. Re Refer to the president or cashier of any 


bank in Charleston, 8. C.; The National Park pa N a 
The United States an onal 











— N.Y.; ker, 
a. 41 Wall Street, N ostal Telegraph Cable Co., 
N.Y.; United States Mutual Accident Association, N.Y. 





SUYTH & LEE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
7 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 





Local Attorneys for the Bradstreet Co. Refer to James 
Adgar & Co., Charieston, 8.C : Pelzer, Rodgers & Co., 
Charleston. ; w Mining Co., Chark ston, 8. C. ; 
First Nationa! ik, eston, 5. C_; “8 Brown. 
Baltimore, Md.; Dunham, Buckley & Co., Broadw-y, 
Wed. 3 Reed & Cooley, 343 Broadway, N.Y.; Lane 
Bodley Manufacturing Co., Cincinnati. 





TEXAS. 
¢ FULTON LAW CO., 


Dallas, Tense: 


L. FULTON, 


Denton, Texas, 








Collect in all parts of Texas; represent non- coal 
clients only, have had }1 years experience. Best of refer. 
ence given most anywhere, I want a list of your old 
judgments nte against parties i Texas. 





—. 
— 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Lf[vthinson, Hutchinson & Camden, 


Corporation and Commercial Law, 
AND REAL ESTATE LAND TITLES INVESTIGATED 
AND CLAIMS COLLECTED. 


Chief Counsel in West Virginia for Baltimore and Ob 
Railroad Company. 








PARKERSBURG, W. VA. 


References : — Citizens’ Besiensd Bank ; 
; Senator J.N Camden 


ADAMS & SMITH, 


Attorneys at Law, 
Charleston, West Virginia. 


Will furnish pampniets with full text of West Virging 
Corporation Law on request, or will answer specific 
questions as as tos same. 


Firet Nations 











‘CANADA, 
TORONTO, ONT. 


fete, RIDDELL § LeVESCONTE 
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, etc. 

W.K Rippett. 55 and 57 

CHARLES MILL «BR. 

kK. Yonge Street, Torente. 


C. LeVEsconrs. 
Cabie, “Raliim Phat aye gO 
Reference : -—arendard Bank of Canada. 





PATENT SOLICITORS. 





soUTH DAKOTA 


BAILEY & VOORHEES, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
(METROPOLITAN BLOCK.) 
Sioux Falls, - - SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Local Attorneys for R. G G. . Dun & Co. 
South Dakota 
Western Union Telegraph Company ; 
Bank of Siuux Falls and German-American Loan & ’ 
Company. Kefer to any bank or business house of Glows 
Falis. Uur law library of 6,000 volumes is the largest in 
— ota and our Office is fully equip with all the 

ecessary facilities for the transaction of a general law 
business Especial attention given to collections. 








TENNESSEE, 


J. D. Casselberry. Duncan Martin 
CASSELBERRY & MARTIN, 
Lawyers, 

Room 4, Brinkley Building, 

No. 32 Madison Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 
Practice in all the Cow State and Federal. Special 
attention to collections aud to corporation and — 


litigation and insolvency matters. Prepare doc 
ments, and take depusitions accurately. Notary Public 


in office. 

References: Farmers & Merchants’ National Bank 
Clarksville, Tenn. ; ‘hrone, n~7 & Adams, Whole 
sale Shoemen, Nashvill-, Tenn. ; Bank of Bolivar, Bolivar, 

bank ; Mercantile Bank , 
Memphis Trust Co., Memphis, Tena.” 





Tenn. ; Continental National 








TEXAS, 


GEO. T. VAUGHAN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
TEXARKANA, TEXAS. 





or attention to Commercial, Corporation and Land 
Litigation. 7 birty | years experience. 


PRACTICE IN STATE J AND FEDERAL COLR6 





eee eee ae ae ae ae a ea ee ee 
PATENTS, TRADE-MARKS 
AND COPYRIGHTS SECURED IN 
ALL COUNTRIES. 


CHARLES WAHLERS, 
Patent Solicitor and Expert, 


119 Nassau Street, 
Room 682. (Temple Court. NEW YORK, 


A f work a specialty. 2% years’ experience. 


HENRY CONNETT, 


Solicitor and Ezpert in Patents, 
132 Nassau Street, NEW YORK, 


Twenty-seven years’ experience, 
Aids Counsel in i Litigation and in Procuring 
atents. 


JUSTICES AND NOTARIES. 


Nest 


JOSEPH E. MOSHER. 


Justice of the Peace, 
Notary Public and Commissioner of Deeds, 
137 Nerth Avenue, Plainfield, N. J. 


Am prepared to undertake collections and to take and 
transmit legal testimony. 


DETECTIVE AGENCIES, — 


PLA AAA 


F. CLAYTON STEVENS 


Detective, 
290 BROADWAY, NEW YORK CITY. 
General Detective Business Transacted for Gesperetiens 
— = teen in both Civil and ae 
ves conversant with all languages. 























Refers to Inter-State Nat o Texarkana National,First 
National and Gate City N: Banks, Texarkana, 


Ebaoiate te secrecy and reliability, Long experience. Unet- 





LEONARD & PRIOR 


Commercéal Law and Mercantiie Collections 













EDI1 


LAW 








SYL 





































